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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Moxpay, ApriL 15, 1946

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Rev. Dr. Joseph Francis Thorning,
rector of St. Joseph's Church, Carrollton
Manor, Md., and special lecturer on South
Ameriean history in the University of
Maryland extension division, cofounder
and organizer of the inter-American
seminars in the other American Repub-
lics and Canada, offered the following
prayer:

In the name of the Father and of the
Son and of the Holy Spirit. Amen.

Lord of light and of love, regard with
eyes of favor the Speaker of this House
and all the Members of the Congress of
the United States.

Aware of the loyal devotion of the citi-
zens of the other American Republics
and Canada, we implore that the treas-
ures of Thy grace be poured forth abun-
dantly upon the President of the United
States, who, with the chief executives of
our sister nations, is eager to cherish the
spirit of friendship, a second line of
defense and progress, throughout the
Western Hemisphere.

Gathered together for this second offi-
cial celebration of Pan-American Day, an
anniversary dear to all the children of
the Americas, we invoke Thy blessings
upon the deputies and senators of all
American democratic assemblies, where
the values of truth, liberty, justice, and
charity are respected. Light up their
minds, dear Saviour, with the radiance of
Thy beauty and glory.

Bestow Thy benediction in particular
upon the architect of the good-neighbor
policy and all loyal collaborators in gov-
ernments, universities, colleges, inter-
American centers, and schools. Lift up
and enlarge this friendship to the plane
of a good-neighbor policy for all men,
women, and children of the world.

This we ask through Christ our Lord.
Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of Sat-
urday, April 13, 1946, was read and ap-
proved.

PHILIPPINE TRADE ACT OF 1946

Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina.
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to take from the Speaker’s desk the bill
(H. R. 5856) to provide for trade rela-
tions between the United States and the
Philippines, and for other purposes, with
Senate amendments thereto, disagree to
the Senate amendments and agree to the
conference asked by the Senate.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from North
Carolina? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none, and appoints the following
conferees: Messrs. DouvecHTON of North
Carolina, CooPeR, DINGELL, ROBERTSON of
Virginia, Knurson, REEp of New York,
and WOODRUFF.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was communi-
cated to the House by Mr, Miller, one of
his secretaries, who also informed the
House that on the following dates the
President approved and signed a joint
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resolution and a bill of the House of the
following titles:
On April 12, 1946:

H. J. Res, 328. Joint resolution making an
additional appropriation for veterans' hous-
ing and related expenses.

On April 13, 1946:

H.R.3796. An act to quiet title to certain

school-district property in Enid, Okla.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced
that the Senate had passed, with amend-
ments in which the concurrence of the
House is requested, bills and a joint reso-
lution of the House of the following
titles:

H.R.2115. An act relating to the domestic
raising of fur-bearing animals;

H.R.4896. An act to provide for payment
of travel allowances and transportation and
for transportation of dependents of mem-
bers of the naval forces, and for other pur-
poses; and

H.J. Res. 273. Joint resolution authorizing
and requesting the President to issue
annually a proclamation designating Decem-
ber 15 as Bill of Rights Day.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed bills of the following
titles, in which the conecwrrence of the
House is requested:

$.287. An act for the relief of Murphy &
Wischmeyer; ;

5.470. An act to confer jurisdiction upon
the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and
render judgment upon the claim or claims of
W. P. Richardson, as successor and assignee
of W. P. Richardson & Co., of Tampa, Fla.;

5.593. An act for the relief of Warrant
Officer Wayne C. Froper;

5.875. An act for the relief of Mercy Duke
Boehl;

S.943. An act granting the consent of Con-
gress to the State of Washington to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a free highway
bridge across the Columbia River at North-
port, Wash.;

5.997. An act for the relief of
Eojas;

Aldona

S.1201. An act for the relief of Arthur F.

Downs;

5.1286. An act for the relief of Sam
Bechtold;

B.1325. An act to amend the act entitled
“An act to provide compensation for em-
ployees of the United States suffering injuries
while in the performance of their duties, and
for other purposes,” as amended;

5. 1442, An act for the relief of George O.
Weems;

8.1507. An act to better adapt the loan
programs authorized by the Bankhead-Jones
Farm Tenant Act, as amended, to the needs
of veterans and low-income farmers, and for
other purposes;

B.1516. An act to umend section 12 of the
Bonneville Project Act, as amended;

B.1563. An act for the rellef of Ferris
Ruggles;

S.1604. An act for the relief of Leo Stuhr;

S. 1636. To amend the Surplus Property Act
of 1944 to designate the Department of State
as tie disposal agency for surplus property
outside the continental United States, its
Territories and possessions, and for other
purposes;

S.1714. An act to amend the act entitled
“An act to prevent purchase and sale of
public office,” approved December 11, 1826;

S.1742. An act for the relief of Socony-
Vacuum Oil Co.;

8.1747. An act for the relief of John C.

Spargo;
S.1757. An act to amend the Surplus Prop-
erty Act of 1944, as amended, s0 as to
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broaden the scope and ralse the rank of the
veterans’ priority;

8.1801. An act authorizing the appoint-
ment of an additional judge for the district
of Delaware;

5.1802. An act to provide for the delivery
of custody of certain articles of historic in-
terest from the U. 8. 8. Nevada and the
U. 8. B. Wyoming to the State of Nevada
and the State of Wyoming, respectively;

8.1805. An act to authorize the promo-
tlon of personnel of the Navy, Marine Caorps,
and Coast Guard who were prisoners of
war;

B8.1812. An act to provide relmbursement
for personal property lost, damaged, or de-
stroyed as the result of explosions at the
naval ammunition depot, Hastings, Nebr,, on
April 6, 1944, and September 15, 1944;

S.1834. An act grarting the consent of
Congress to the State of Iowa or the Iowa
State Highway Commission to eonstruct,
maintain, and operate a free highway bridge
across the Des Moines River at or near Farm-
ington, Iowa;

5. 1854, An act to establish the civilian
position of academic dean of the Postgradu-
ate School of the Naval Academy and com-
pensation therefor;

8.1857. An act to authorize the availability
of certain necessary administrative expenses
of appropriations for the Department of the
Interior;

5.1862. An act to repeal section 1548 Re-
vised Statutes (34 U. 8. C. 502);

§.1871. An act to authorize the convey-
ance of a parcel of land at the naval supply
depot, Bayonne, N. J., to the American Ra-
diator & Standard Sanitary Corp.;

5.1872. An act to provide for the rank of
original appointments in the Corps of Civil
Engineers of the United States Navy, and for
other purposes;

S.1916. An act to authorize the Secretary
of State to transfer certain silver candelabra
to May Morgan Beal;

S, 1832. An act conferring jurisdiction upon
the United States District Court for the
Eastern District of South Carolina to hear,
determine, and render judgment upon the
claim of the board of trustees of the Saunders
Memorial Hospital;

S.1959. An act to authorize the payment
of additional uniform gratuity to Reserve of-
ficers commissioned from the status of avia-
tion cadets;

5.1961. An act to exempt from taxation
certain property of the Disabled American
Veterans in the District of Columbia;

S.1963. An act to authorize additional per-
manent professors of the United States Mili-
tary Academy;

B. 1878. An act to authorize the restoration
of Philip Nickum, Jr., to the active list of the
United States Navy with appropriate rank
and restoration of pay and allowaneces;

8.1980. An act to continue In effect sec-
tion € of the act of July 2, 1840 (54 Stat.
714), as amended, relating to the exporta-
tion of certain commaodities;

S.1086. An act to regulate the manufac-
ture, sale, distribution, and use of barbitu-
rates in the District of Columbia, and for
other purposes; and

S.2029. An act to authorize the Director
of the United States Geological Burvey to
produce and sell copies of aerial or other
photographs and mosales, and photographie
or photostatic reproductions of records, on a
reimbursement of appropriations basis,

COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETERANS'
LEGISLATION

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on World War Veterans’ Legislation be
permitted to sit during general debate
of the sessions of the House for the rest
of the week.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Under previous or-
der of the House, the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. Jarman] is recognized.

PAN-AMERICAN DAY

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is with
a feeling of sadness which normally
would be gladness that we approach the
commemoration of Pan-American Day,
the sadness resulting from the fact that
last year it was necessary to postpone
this occasion because of the unexpected
death of our great President, one who
was not only a great President, not only
a great Commander in Chief of our Army
and Navy at war, but an equally great
and good friend of pan-Americanism,
one whose administration did as much
to cement the relations between the
American countries as any other admin-
istration has ever done or probably ever
will do.

Personally I have another reason for
approaching this occasion with sadness.
It results from my reference last year to
a great soldier, In referring at that time
to the great liberator of South America,
Simon Bolivar, and speaking of his wide-
spread interest and influence, I referred
to the fact that our troops on Okinawa
were at that moment under the able
command of one who bore his name., I
wish to repeat the conclusion of that
reference. I spoke, of course, of Gen-
eral Simon Bolivar Buckner, Jr., and re-
ferred to the fact that in South America
he would be called Simén Bolivar Buck-
ner, Jr. I said:

I know General Buckner personally. In
view of that fact and my natural interest,
I wish to heartily congratulate him and ex-
press my deep appreciation of the magnifi-
‘cent work the Tenth Army has done on Oki-
nawa under his able leadership; and then 1
would indulge the hope and reverent prayer
in which I know I will be joined by every
person in this Chamber, for his similar future
Bluccess.

The nearest American troops to Japan, I
wish not only General Buckner, but every
officer, noncommissioned officer, and private
under him Godspeed, rapid progress, and
early entrance into Tokyo.

I am happy to believe that that wish
was fulfilled insofar as many of the sol-
diers under General Buckner were con-

cerned because of their valor in conquer--

ing Okinawa and because of the fact that
they were nearest to Japan. Unfor-
tunately, it was not the good fortune of
General Buckner or the United States or,
I may add, Japan, for it to be fulfilled
insofar as he was concerned, because just
at the end of the Okinawa engagement,
when the island had been all but con-
quered and there was only a little tip
of it left to be conquered, that great
soldier, General Buckner, while out in a
front line observation post observing his
troops wipe up that little tip of Okinawa,
was felled by an enemy shell that ended
the career of a distinguished gentleman
and a great soldier.

It happened that I was not too far
away at the time. I was at Guam. In
fact, the day before I had been 825 miles
nearer, on Iwo Jima. We were the
guests at Guam of another able fighting
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man, that charming, suave, efficient, and
able gentleman and sailor, Admiral
Nimitz. He had been telling us at meal-
times about the progress of Okinawa,
always encouraging reports, but on this
morning he said, “Well, only a few more
days will be necessary, gentlemen, on
Okinawa, just two or three more days,
but unfortunately we lost our Army com-
mander yesterday.” You can imagine
the shock with which that information
was received by us. 2

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JARMAN. I gladly yield to the
gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. The gen-
tleman has referred to the great South
American liberator, General Bolivar.
The gentleman will be interested to know
that a number of towns in North America
are named after the great liberator.
The largest of these towns is known as
Bolivar, Mo., in the district which I rep-
resent. Within the last few days the
Ambassador from Venezuela has pro-
posed to the President of the United
States that South America be permitted
to erect a monument in Bolivar, Mo., in
honor of General Bolivar. Of course,
we all hope that can be done.

Mr. JARMAN. 1Ithank the gentleman
very much for that contribution. I cer-
tainly consider the idea an excellent one,
and I share his hope that it will be done.

Mr, RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. JARMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Mississippi.

Mr. RANEIN. One of the greatest
contributions to pan-American unity
took place within the last 2 weeks when
this administration repudiated a Com-
munist attempt to create a wa: between
us and Argentina, reestablished diplo-
matic relations with Argentina, and sent
an Ambassador to Buenos Aires. That
is one of the greatest contributions to
pan-American unity that has taken place
in a long time. :

Mr. JARMAN. We are all very appre-
ciative of any contribution which may
oceur to pan-American unity.

Pan-American-Day was originated in
a resolution adopted by the Governing
Board of the Pan American Union on
May 7, 1930, as follows:

Whereas it would be desirable to recoms-
mend the designation of a date which should
be observed as Pan-American Day in all the
republics of America and which should be
established as a commemorative symbol of
the sovereignty of the American nations and
the voluntary union of all in one continental
community;

Whereas April 14 is the date on which the
resolution creating the Pan American Union
was adopted;

The governing board of the Pan American
Union resolves: To recommend that the gov-
ernments, members of the Pan American
Union, designate April 14 as Pan-American
Day, and that the national flags be displayed
on that date.

Pursuant to this recommendation, the
President of the United States issued a
proclamation calling upon schools, civic
associations, and people of the United
States generally to observe the day with
appropriate ceremonies, thereby giving
expression to the spirit of continental
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solidarity and to the sentiment of cordi-
ality and friendly feelings which the
Government and the people of the
United States entertain toward the peo-

. ples and governments of the other re-

publics of the American continents.

Proclamations have been issued and
legislation enacted in all the other Amer-
ican Republics setting aside April 14 as
Pan-American Day.

Today Pan-American Day has become
one of the significant anniversaries of
the country. It is the only day set apart
by the governments of an entire con-
tinent to symbolize their common bhond
and their common hope for a system of
international relations based on mutual
respect and . cooperation. The observ=
ance of Pan-American Day by Govern-
ment leaders, as well as by educational
institutions, clubs, commercial associa=
tions, and other groups, and its recog-
nition by the press and radio, conveys its
message of solidarity to young and old
throughout the continent. It has be-
come a powerful aid in bringing about a
closer understanding among the nations
of the Western Hemisphere.

The theme for 1946, the sixteenth an-
nual observance of the day, is “Free and
united, the Americas go forward.” I re=-
peat, “Free and united, the Americas go
forward.” The programs will be as di-
versified as the character of the 16
regions in which they will take place, but
a common theme will be the first com=-
memoration of the day of the Americas
since the Allied victory in World War II.

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. JARMAN. 1 yield.

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, there
is no subject of greater importance to
the American people than pan-Ameri-
can unity and pan-American friendship.
I have served with the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. Jarman] on the Commit-
tee on Foreign Affairs for many years.
I have noted his zeal year in and year
out in the cause of perpetuating friendly
relations between the peoples of the
Americas. I know of no man on that
committee or in the House of Repre-
sentatives who has done more to cement
good relations between the people of
North America, South America, and
Central America than the distinguished
gentleman from Alabama. I congratu-
late him on his accomplishments in that
direction. I think I speak for the whole
House when I say that we will all join
in the movement, sc forcefully led by the
gentleman, to bring about still better re-
lations between our people and the peo-
ples to the south of us. When we con-
‘template what is happening in other
parts of the world, a war-ravaged world,
and then look around us and observe the
spirit of friendship which exists in the
Western Hemisphere, then we know that
the efforts of the gentleman from Ala-
bama and others like him have borne
fruit.

Mr. JARMAN. I sincerely thank my
distinguished friend, the gentleman from
South Carolina, for those remarks,
though I am afraid they are too generous.
I appreciate them very much neverthe-
less. I also appreciate his assurance of
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the same cooperation in the future which
he has so kindly indulged in in the past.
He has always been very.fine and very
kind to me.

The gentleman referred to the war- .

ravaged earth. I need not call attention
to the fact that this is the first time in
5 years when it has been our privilege
and pleasure to tommemorate Pan-
American Day amidst a world at peace.
My earnest hope and reverent prayer, in
which I know I will be joined by every-
one present, is that we may continue to
celebrate Pan-American Day under those
circumstances, not only in the immediate
future but throughout the ages that are
yet to come.

Mr. RANDOLFH. Mr.
the gentleman yield?

Mr. JARMAN. I yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from West Virginia.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, the
gentleman from Alabama appropriately
addresses his colleagues and the country
on this vital subject matter. The gen-
tleman made mention of the fact that we
are at peace during the observance of
this Pan-American Day. Our neighbors
in the Latin-American countries are, in
great degree, friendly and cooperative
with the United States. They lock to us
for leadership. We must not fail to pro-
vide it. Does not the gentleman believe
that regardless of the success of the
United Nations Organization, and we
trust it will be successful, that if the
peoples of North America, Central Amer-
ica, and South America can be joined
together in one great purpose for peace,
there could be no other part of the world
that could stand against it?

Mr. JARMAN. I not only agree with
the gentleman in that possibility, but I
predict that that will occur should it be-
come necessary.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JARMAN. I yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from California.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I should
like to say that I am sure we all regret
it has not been possible to devote a
whole day to the observance of Pan-
American Day, but in the absence of that
possibility, those of us who might have
liked to have spoken at some length on
the subject feel that the gentleman from
Alabama has eloquently, ably, and effec-
tively said the things we wanted to say.
I believe his speech should be read in the
light of its being literally the voice of the
House on this most important matter.

Mr. JARMAN. That is certainly very
kind of the gentleman from California,
and I thank him very much. However,
I wish to express the hope that anyone
who may wish to follow me and comment
on Pan-American Day will be permitted
to do so, and I understand he or she will
be. ‘ ;

Mr. RICH. Mr.
gentleman yield?

Mr. JARMAN, I yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. RICH. I want to voice my praise
for the work which the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. JarMAN] is doing in trying
to cement the good offices of our State
Department with the state department
offices of all the countries of North

Speaker, will

Speaker, will the
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America, South America, and Central
America. I think it is imperative that
the United States, Central America, and
South America stand together for the
principles which have been inculcated
and laid down by the founders of our
Constitution, and carry out the Monroe
Doctrine. I think that in itself speaks
for the position that our Nation can
take in trying to work with and aid and
assist the countries of South and Central
America. Certainly, the more we can do
to promote a feeling of good will between
these Western Hemisphere peoples, the
better it will be not only for the people
of the Western Hemisphere but for the
people of the world at large.

I am glad to add my praise to the work
which the gentleman is doing in cement-
ing more and more this friendship.

Mr. JARMAN. I thank the gentleman
very much for his gracious reference.

Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana. Mr,
Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JARMAN. I yield to the distingu-
ished gentleman from Montana.

Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana. I too
would like to join with my colleagues in
complimenting and congratulating the
gentieman from Alabama who is chair-
man of the Subcommittee on Latin~
American Affairs of the Committee on
Foreign Affairs of the House of Repre-
sentatives, on the great interest he has
always taken in bringing about greater
affection between the countries of the
Americas, and also because of the fine
presentation he is making at the present
time. :

I think it is highly imperative that the
nations of the New World continue to
draw thus closer and closer together be-
cause I think it is the New World which
offers hope to the rest of the world.

I feel also that it is very significant
and highly important that we had such
a distinguished Latin-American scholar
as Father Joseph Thorning give the
prayer on this particular day. As the
gentleman from Alabama well knows,
Father Thorning has been very much in-
terested in closer cultural, commercial,
and political relations between this coun-
try and the hemisphere, and has per-
formed a great service over the years in
giving publicity to those aspects of inter-
American cooperation.

I know the gentleman from Alabama
speaks for all of us in the House as he
develops the idea of greater pan-Ameri-
can cooperation, and we appreciate the
‘great amount of hard and assiduous labor
he has performed in the interests of all
the countries in this hemisphere.

Mr. JARMAN. I thank the gentleman
from Montana very much, and I want to
comment on two phases of his reference.
First, the necessity for closer cooperation
between the pan-American countries. I
wish to assure the gentleman that for
my part I never intend to fail to chal-
lenge anything that in any way tends to
impair or lessen the importance of those
relations.

1 thoroughly agree with his reference
as to the appropriateness of having
Father Thorning offer the invocation this
morning. Someone was very thoughtful
in arranging that. I appreciate it very
much, and I appreciate his being with
us at this time.
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Mr. CANNON of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JARMAN. I yield.

Mr. CANNON of Florida. Coming as
I do from the city that we call the Gate-
way to the South Americas wherein all
the passengers from that area disembark
first after reaching the United States,
I wish to commend the gentleman on the
great service he has given to this peo-
ple, and the fight he is now waging in
their behalf. I feel that the cementing
of friendship between the two areas,
when it finally comes about, will be as a
practical and direct consequence of the
great and outstanding work which the
gentleman from Alabama has done. I
want to recognize his work on my own
behalf and on behalf of the people of
my district.

Mr. JARMAN. I thank the gentleman
very much for his kind remarks, but he
is entirely too generous.

Mr. THOMASON. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. JARMAN. 1 gladly yield to the
distinguished gentleman from Texas,
ranking member of the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Mr. THOMASON. Coming as I do
from another gateway to Latin America,
down in Texas, I also want to commend
the gentleman for the fine work he has
done and especially to mention the praise
that is due the gentleman as chairman
of the Pan-American Subcommittee of
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the
work he and his committee have done
to promote the friendly relationship
that should exist between this country
and our South American friends. I
know that down in Laredo and right
across the river in Juarez the very friend-
liest of relationships exists; and I am
happy to join the gentleman from Ala-
bama in doing everything I can to pro-
mote the uninterrupted work on the
good-neighbor policy that our great Sec-
retary of State, Mr. Hull, sponsored, and
to say that I think it is highly important
in the difficult days that lie ahead that
we do everything in our power not-only
to extend the hand of friendship to our
Pan-American friends, but also to fur-
ther cement the ties of friendship that
now exist between us.

Mr. JARMAN. I thank the gentle-
man from Texas very much.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, Mr.

Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JARMAN. Iam happy to yield to
the distinguished gentlewoman from
Massachusetts, the second ranking Re-
publican on the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetis. I
too wish to express my appreciation for
the remarkably fine work the gentleman
from Alabama has done in cementing
ties with the Latin-American countries,
and also for his work otherwise. We
have served on two committees together,
the Committee on World War Veterans’
Legislation, where he rendered a great
contribution, and the Committee on
Foreign Affairs. Because I am so inter-
ested in cementing the ties between this
country and the other Latin-American
countries, I went to Mexico City as a dele-
gate to a conference last year. There I
found the finest courtesy, the most un-
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derstanding cooperation, from every one
of the delegates in working out a pro-
gram in that Inter-American Conference
that was there held. I hope this effort
will continue. I hope that Argentina
will be with us in the next conference
and that we will go on improving our
relations.

Mr. JARMAN. I thank the gentle-
woman very much. May I comment
here that both she and the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON]
rendered yeoman service at the Inter-
American Conference in connection with
the problems of war and peace at Mexico
City. They did a fine job in represent-
ing this House and I hope the gentle-
woman will make some appropriate
remarks later on.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, It
was a very great privilege to serve.

Mr. JARMAN. I yield now to the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
EaTon].

Mr. EATON. Mr. Speaker, I would say
amen to all the fine things that have been
said here about the distinguished gentle-
man and his service in our committee
as an individual and as our leader in
pan-American relations. I doubt that
any man in this House has done a more
constructive job than our friend the gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. JarMAN], and
I want to express as a citizen my appreci-
ation for all he has done and all that
he is.

In our conference at San Francisco we
had a wonderful illustration of the soli-
darity of purpose and ideals as between
the nations of these two continents. We
never would have been able to put
through the charter without the support
that we received in our leadership from
all the South American peoples. One
great issue in which we stood adamant
against all comers was that in the new
age of the world civilization all the na-
tions of this new world must form a bloc
with the same ideals, the same sense of
unity and the same purpose to serve
mankind and to maintain peace. We did
that and that is one of the foundation
policies of the United Nations.

Mr. Speaker, I do not know any one
in this House or out of it who did more
to advance that solidarity than our
friend, the distinguished gentleman from
Alabama.

Mr. JARMAN. I thank the gentleman
very much and again I say, like I did
with reference to others, he is entirely
too generous. But I cannot refrain from
commenting on his valuable service at
the United Nations Conference at San
Francisco where he also did such a fine
job. Incidentally he is the ranking mi-
nority member on the Pan-American
Subcemmittee of the Foreign Affairs
Committee as well as the ranking mi-
nority member of the committee as a
whole.

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr.
Speaker, I want to commend and endorse
what the distinguished gentleman from
New Jersey has just said in commenda-
tion of the able and distinguished gentle-
man from Alabama who is now address-
ing us and the continued interest he has
taken in preserving and in carrying on
recognition of celebration of Pan-Ameri-
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can Day. In that connection may I say

that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
JARMAN] represented our Government

last year, together with the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. CHIPERFIELD], in at-
tending a celebration of an historic event
in Chile. Thereafter it was my privilege
to attend the Inter-American Conference
at Mexico City last March. I met some
of the distinguished citizens of Chile who
spoke very highly of the work of the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. JARMAN]
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
CurperrIELD] in attending that meeting
and in cementing still more the friend-
ship between our country and that great
republic. I commend the gentleman
from Alabama for the fine interest and
continuing part he has taken in it. I
know of nothing more important than
the friendship of the family of the 21
nations of the American Republics.

Mr. JARMAN. I thank the distin-
guished ranking member of our Foreign
Affairs Committee very much. As I said
to the gentlewoman from Massachusetts,
he will have an opportunity to comment
on the Mexico City conference later, and
I hope he will do so.

Before I proceed further and yield to
the distinguished gentleman from New
York, I wish to express to the gentleman
from Texas a sentiment that I know is
entertained by every Member of this
body. While we are delighted at his re-
cent appointment, we are delighted that
he will have no more campaigns, we are
delighted that he has been placed in a
position that he will so ably fill, yet we
sincerely hate to lose him in the House
of Representatives. The gain of the ju-
diciary is the distinet loss of this body.

I now yield to the distinguished gentle-
man from New York [Mr. KeocHI.

Mr. KEOGH. I would like to pay my
compliments to the gentleman from Ala-
bama. I am certain he knows of, and I
am sure he does not mind my referring
to, the work that has been done in this
field by the Pan American Union of
which Frederick E. Hasler, of New York
City, has served so capably as president
during the last few years. '

Mr. JARMAN. Indeed I do, and it has
been a very wonderful contribution.

I now yield to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Froobl.

Mr, FLOOD. May I say to the gentle-
man from Alabama that last summer I
had the honor of representing the United
States at the inauguration of the new
President of Peru, Mr. Bustamente. I
would like to say to the gentleman that
he is remembered well, fondly, and fa-
vorably by the delegates there from Pan-
ama, Colombia, Ecuador, Chile, and Peru.
One thing they wanted to know was
if I knew Sefior JaRMAN, from Alabama,
Naturally, I had the honor of knowing the
gentleman from Alabama, and they told
me of the great work that he had done
in cementing the relations between us
and our South American neighbors, I
think this work that the gentleman from
Alabama is perpetuating did a great deal
to establish our defenses during the
troubles of the late war. Friendship,
certainly, and security to the south
otherwise would never have been so cer-

tain. Indeed, I hope the gentleman, with
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the approval of his colleagues and the
country at large, will carry on the great
policy of friendship with our good neigh-
bors to the south.

Mr. JARMAN, I thank the gentle-
man very much, and I am particularly
pleased and proud to receive the messages
from my colleagues from South America.

I now yield to the gentleman from
Utah [Mr. RoBINsSON].

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. I just want
to call the gentleman’s attention to the
fact that a committee has visited a num-
ber of the countries he has talked about
in Central America, having traveled a
large part of the route from Panama City
to Mexico City. I happen to be chairman
of that committee. We were all very
much impressed with the fine, friendly,
and cooperative feeling that exists be-
tween these countries and our couniry.
We have started te build a road from Pan-
ama City to Mexico City and have spent
considerable money on that road, and we
now have before the gentleman’s com-
mittee a bill introduced by me for an au-
thorization of $25,000,000 to complete
this highway. I hope that the gentleman
and the members of his committee will,
at the earliest date possible, consider this
bill and authorize that this money be ex-
pended, because it was the unanimous
opinion of all of the members of the com-
mittee who went through that territory
and made a careful study of it, which
committee consisted of three Republican
members and three Demoeratic members,
that this road should be built at the
earliest possible moment because of the
fine feeling that exists in those countries,
and the fact that this feeling should be
continued.

Mr. JARMAN. I appreciate the gen-
tleman calling my attention and that of
the House to that item of legislation.
Having visited most of the countries in
1944 traversed by that route, and having
traveled many miles on that road, I
naturally observed that friendly attitude
on the part of the people toward us to
which the gentleman refers and it is
equally natural for me to agree with his
desire to see that road completed just as
soon as possible, and I hope that the
committee will take favorable action on
it at an early date.

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. I thank the
gentleman from Alabama.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. JARMAN. I gladly yield to the
distinguished gentleman from Massa-
chusetts, the majority leader. J

Mr. McCCORMACEK. In order for indi-
viduals of a community to live together
as good neighbors, mutual understand-
ing, tolerance, and trust must exist. The
same applies to nations. The peoples of
the Western Hemisphere in recent years,
under the good-neighbor policy, have
‘made great progress in the development
of that mutual understanding, tolerance,
and trust so essential for the objective
that all of the nations seek.

The more powerful an individual may
be, the more he can afford to be tolerant
and understanding of the other fellow.
The same applies to nations. The more
powerful a nation the more tolerant and
more understanding it can afford to be
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of other nations that from an economic
angle or other’angles are weaker than it.
I think that applies to our country. Our
country has been following that policy,
and I am confident it will continue to do
so. Certainly we are all proud of the
great progress made by the countries and
the peoples of the Western Hemisphere
in developing the good-neighbor policy.

In connection with that, as other
Members have done, and properly so, I
want to pay my tribute, not to embarrass
the gentleman but as an expression of
the truth, which sometimes is sweet and
sometimes bitter, that the leader insofar
as the Congress is concerned in develop-
ing the good-neighbor policy and mak-
ing it stronger and stronger is the
distinguished gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. JarMaN], who is now addressing the
House. With him are other Members,
such as the gentleman from Texas [Mr,
LuTHER A. Jonwnson], the gentlewoman
from Ohio [Mrs. Borton], the gentle-
woman from  Massachusetts [Mrs,
Rocers], and many others on both sides
of the aisle. However, the gentleman
from Alabama [Mr. JarMaN] is the one
who from a legislative angle, as I see it,
is the spearhead and the leader. I know
the people of the country appreciate
what the gentleman is doing because it
has very far-reaching effects not only
abroad but here, for the extension and
strengthening of the good neighbor
policy is consistent with the national in-
terest of our country as well as of the
other countries of the Western Hemi-
sphere. I join my colleagues in paying
my simple and humble tribute to the
great work the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. JarmMAN] has done in connection
with the furtherance of this policy. I
know the people of his district profoundly
appreciate the character of leadership
he has given to this, as he has to all his
legislative activities in this body.

Mr, JARMAN. The distinguished ma-
jority leader is very kind, and I thank
him sificerely.

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. JARMAN. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Ohio, a member of the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

Mrs. BOLTON. I thank the gentle-
man very much for the opportunity given
us teday to join together in celebration
of this, the first Pan-American Day since
the end of the war. As chairman of the
subcommittee of the Foreign Affairs
Committee having to do with Latin
America, the gentleman is giving truly
constructive service to the committee
and to this House. His is a position of
responsibility that gives opportunity to
play a strong part in the molding of
opinion in this House through keeping
us all informed of those matters involv-
ing our relationships with the other re-
publics of this New World. I am par-
ticularly grateful to him that this time
has been set aside for this House to ex-
press its sense of friendship and coop-
eration with our sisters south of the Rio
Grande, because Pan-American Day this
yvear has a deeper significance than ever
before.

We are celebrating here today the first
Pan-American Day since victory in Eu-
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rope and victory in Japan; and we in the
United States will not forget the Brazil-
ian soldiers in Italy and the Mexican air-
men over the Pacific who died to help
win those victories. Nor shall we ever
forget that when we were attacked at
Pearl Harbor, the little Central-American
Republic of Costa Rica was the first in
this hemisphere—a few hours ahead of
the United States itself—in declaring
war on Japan with the gallant assertion
that whenever any American country is
attacked, Costa Rica is attacked.

‘We have had borne in upon us during
the years of war the knowledge that in
spite of all our differences of nationality
and custom and language, we peoples of
the 21 Republics of America have a real
bond of union in the Americanism that
is our common heritage and our way of
life throughout the Western Hemisphere.

During more than three centuries of
growth, the American peoples have
shared the historical experience of mak-
ing and living in a new world. They have
known, from farthest north to farthest
south, discovery and settlement and the
slow, difficult, but unflinching advance
of the frontier. They have shared, and
they share, the faith in themselves and
the invincible hope that made them free.
In our varying languages—in English and
Spanish and French and Portuguese—we
have written into our national constitu-
tions truths that are true not for Amer-
icans only but for mankind. And today,
this solemn day of reaffirmation and re-
dedication which is Pan-American Day
in what may be the most critical year
in the world’'s history, all the countries
of America share the awe-inspiring sense
of responsibility that comes from our
knowledge that the eyes of the world and
its outstretched empty hands are turned
toward America. Humanity’s hope and
humanity's hunger alike seek sustenance
from the Americas. We who were drawn
closer together by mutual danger in the
war years find a new solidarity now in
the mutual obligation to make the dearly
bought peace of the world endure.

The house of freedom is the only one that
inspires @nd {fully satisfies an American,

whether he be North American or South
American.

German Arciniegas, Minister of Edu-
cation of the Republic of Colombia, said
recently. And he added:

The writings of George Washington should
be read by us Colombians not as foreign his-
tory but as part of our own story, just as it
is to be hoped that North Americans will be
interested in reading the letters of Bolivar
and of Santander as documents in their own
country’s history.

I like to recall that when the great
Argentine statesman and educator,
Sarmiento, was planning the public-
school system of Argentina, he declared
that one book that should be required
reading for every schoolchild was Ben-
jamin Franklin’s autobiography, because
Franklin exemplified the best and most
useful citizen for any American country.
And I also like to recall what the distin-
guished Brazilian man of letters, Erico
Verissimo, wrote about the United States
not long ago after visiting us as a guest
of the Department of State. I like it be-
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cause it shows the good sense and the
good humor that help build real, under-
standing friendship.

The people of the United States are quix-
otic—

He said—

They build good dams and write good songs.
They are accustomed to standardization but
have great respect for their fellow men. And
they are quick to respond to a noble crusade.

* * If throughout this time of stress
they can preserve their ideas of humanity,
equall.tjr. and brotherhood we may expect

* * a new world [demanding] all our
capacity for love, all our creative intelligence,
all our scientific achievement, for construc-
tton of a society just, noble, and beautiful.

* * And Ishould like to close with this
one word: Hope,

And I, too, should like to close on that
note of hope for the Americas and there-
fore for the world.

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to my colleague, the senior member of
the Alabama delegation, Judge Hosss.

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I cannot
refrain from saying that which is in the
heart of every Member in this body.
I am sure we take great pride and pleas-
ure in acknowledging the leadership of
the great commitiee representing this
House in its foreign relations, or affairs,
as they are more properly called. We
from Alabama are peculiarly prideful in
the leadership which the distinguished
gentleman now standing in the well of
the House has exercised as chairman of
the subcommittee on the subject to which
he is now addressing himself, for whether
in peace or in war, Alabama is proud
of her representative who speaks for our
State on that great committee and as
chairman of the Subcommittee on Pan-
American Affairs. We, sir, if I may he
permitted as an individual to do so, voice
the sentiment of our delegation, both
in the House and Senate, in appreciation
of the splendid leadership which you
have exercised both in war and in peace.
We express publicly our gratitude for
your leadership and for the services you
have rendered in conjunction with your
eminent colleagues on this great com-
mittee.

Mr. JARMAN. My distinguished
friend from Alabama is very kind. I
thank him very much, although I must
again say he is entirely too generous.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. PETERSON].

Mr. PETERSON of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, I wish to add my word of com-
mendation to those that have already
been spoken regarding the splendid work
that is being done by our distinguished
colleague from Alabama [Mr. JARMaN],
I wish also to subscribe to the statement
made by the very able chairman of our
Committee on Roads [Mr. Rosmwson of
Utahl regarding the importance of open-
ing up the Pan-American Highway in
Central America. It has just been my
privilege to go over every segment of the
Pan-American Highway that can be
traversed by automobile from Panama
City all the way through to the Mexican
border and then on up to Mexico City.
There are three sections of that road that
are at present impassable and which form
& bottleneck to a through road for the en-
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tire section of 1,600 miles to Central
America and then for about 1,500 miles
through Mexico. Those segments are on
the frontier. The most difficult one and
the most serious bottleneck is between
Panama and Costa Rica. An appropria-
tion of $25,000,000 has been asked for to
complete this road. In my opinion, it is
vitally important that this particular
segment be opened up. Then there is a
segment of less cost, but which will have
to be opened up between Costa Rica and
Nicaragua, which should not cost over a
few hundred thousand dollars. We have
already spent over $100,000,000 on this
1,600 miles of road through Central
America but we are not getting any bene-
fit to speak of because of those two links
which form a bottleneck. There are over
8,500,000 people in Central America who
certainly comprise one of the most fer-
tile groups of customers that the United
States could possibly have. It appears to
me & very good expenditure on the part of
our Government to follow up the funds
that we have already spent to open up
these segments and open up this great
channel of commerce between the six
Central American Governments.

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. JARMAN. 1 yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. SHORT. The gentleman Ifrom
Georgia [Mr. PeETERscN] 1as made a
very fine statement, but I am just won-
dering what contribution, if any, the
Central American countries and Mexico
have made to the construction of this
international highway.

Mr. PETERSON of Georgia. It is very
great. In each of the Central American
countries they have fairly good paved
roads. I would not say they are strictly
first-ciass roads as we describe them in
the United States, but they have a very
good road for quite a distance out toward
the frontier from the capitals of the vari-
ous countries. I was surprised to find
the fine roads in Mexico. They are just
as good as the roads we have in the United
States. I am sure that by the time we
open the segments in the Central Amer-
jcan®countries, Mexico will have opened
up the additional 100 miles that is yet
closed in Mexico.

Mr. SHORT. I am highly pleased to
hear that, but that is not the question
I asked the gentleman. I wanted to know
what contribution, if any, the Central
American countries and Mexico have
made to the construction of this inter-
national highway.

Mr. PETERSON of Georgia. I under-
stand that Mexico has spent its own
funds entirely on the road that is being
built in Mexico. It is true that Mexico
has borrowed some money from the Ex-
port-Import Bank. I have forgotten just
the amount, but Mexico is paying every
cent it borrowed, according to the terms
of the loan. The other countries have
spent certain amounts. I will place cer-
tain figures in the Recorp, together with
a log of the condition of every mile of
this road, at a later time when I make
my full report on my trip. However, they
have spent some thirty or forty million
dollars of their own funds in building
roads to open up that section.
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Mr. SHORT. I understand it is a very
scenic drive, and perhaps many Members
would like to take the trip.

Mr. PETERSON of Georgia. It is not
any more scenic than the roads we have
in the United States, but it will open up
on the North American continent a great
trade territory, eight and a half million
people in Central America, and about
19,000,000 people in Mexico, who cannot
now be served because they are isclated.
Mezxico is isolated from Central America.
Panama is isolated from Costa Rica.
Costa Rica is isolated from Nicaragua,
Honduras, Salvador, and Guatemala. I
do not believe those people are finan-
cially able to spend the huge sums nec-
essary to open up that one segment be-
tween Panama and Costa Rica. And the
one between Costa Rica and Nicaragua,
I understand, will be one of the most
costly pieces of road in the world. But
we are spending huge sums all over the
world, when we could spend this modest
sum in opening up this avenue of trade
and commerce.

Mr. SHORT. I agree with the gentle-
man we are spending huge sums all over
the world, but I think it is time we
stopped spending all the money we do
not have, and taxing our own people to
pay for it, to build roads and hospitals in
Central and South America.

Mr. PETERSON of Georgia. If is a
good expenditure when we know we will
reap vast benefils in trade and com-
merce.

Mr. SHORT. I would like to have a
few more good roads in my own district.

Mr. JARMAN. Mr, Speaker, I thank
both gentlemen for their fine contribu-
tions.

Mr. RANKIN, Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. JARMAN. I yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. RANKIN. The Monroe Doctrine
is not a policy of intervention. It is a
policy adopted by the American p=ople to
prevent intervention. We have just had
a test when irresponsible individuals in
the State Department induced this Gov-
ernment to intervene in the internal
affairs of Argentina. I am glad to see
that the Secretary of State and the Pres-
jdent have at last got that Department
back on the beam, and, to a large extent,
have eliminated the injury which that
misguided conduct brought about. Now
we have reestablished our diplomatic re-
lations with Argentina and have sent
an ambassador to that country. I hope
that never again will this country yield
to the pressure of any outside elements
to violate the Monroe Doctrine, so far as
our neighbors to the south are con-
cerned. If we will support and abide by
the Monroe Doctrine, we” will maintain
the good-neighbor policy and promote
peace among the nations of both North
and South America.

Now, if T may be permitted to pro-
ceed for just a few moments more, I
really wished to follow the remarks of
the distinguished majority leader a mo-
ment ago with this statement, and I did
not do so only because of my desire to
yield to others who wished to commient.
As is known, a resolution was passed by
the House setting aside this day exclu-
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sively for the commemoration of Pan-
American Day. That was done in good
faith by all concerned. Circumstances
beyond anyone's control occurred which
caused it to be desirable on the part of
the leadership to change that resclution
in order that other business mighit be
transacted if necessary. I did not hap-
pen to be in town and consequently was
not consulted, but I have been assured, in
fact, the majority leader assured us all
on the floor here Saturday, and I want
particularly the people of all Latin-
American countries as well as this coun-
try who are interested in pan-American-
ism, to understand that no slight, no af-
front, no reflection whatever was in-
tended by the leadership either on the
pan-American concept, our good neigh-
bors of the other American couniries, or
anyone else. I am authorized to say, as
the majority leader said on Saturday,
and it affords me pleasure to do so, that
I have been given to understand that
although I really cannot yield to the
Members as I did last year, that anyone
who may desire to follow me in comment-
ing on Pan-American Day will have an
opportunity to do so.

This day commemorates the political
economy and the spiritual unity of the
Americas based on the doctrine of abso-
lute juridical equality and respect for the
sovereignty of each. Each year since its
inception in 1930 the day has been more
generally celebrated in this and the other
American countries. I confidently hope
and believe it will continue to be more
generally celebrated throughout the years
of the future even than it has been in
the past. One of the distinguished gen-
tlemen referred to the Pan-American
Congress in Chile in 1944. At that time
the President of Chile invited a member
from each American Chamber of Deputies
or House of Representatives to partici-
pate in the celebration of Pan-American
Day in Santiago in 1944. It was my good
fortune, in company with my good friend
the distinguished gentleman from Iili-
nois [Mr. CHIPERFIELD], to represent this
country at that time. It was a gala
occasion, a very enjoyable one, and we
are thoroughly agreed that much was
accomplished. We are also agreed in the
hope that similar oceasions will occur in
the future.

Incidentally, the gentleman from Illi-
nois, who on account of official business
is prevented from being here today, has
asked me to speak for him in expressing
his thorough agreement with the senti-
ments in which I am indulging relative
to Pan-American Day.

On the day after this occasion the
basis for an Inter-American Parliamen-
tary Congress was laid. It was agreed
that the 10 American countries there
represented would be the initial, or one
might say the charter, members, and
other American countries would there-
after be invited to participate. I was
honored by being selected to reoresent
our country and this House was kind
enough to pass legislation authorizing
our participation in this Parliamentary
Congress some months later.

There are so many reasons for the
solidarity of the Americas that it is difi-
cult to select from among them, Suflice
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it to refer to the reciprocal character of
their economies and the close parallel of
their political evolution. There is no
single one of the Americas that produces
everything it needs, yet 21l of the Amer-
icas produce practically everything the
continent needs. Stated in other words,
while none of the Americas is self-
sufficient, the American Continent is
practically so.

Did it ever occur to you what that
means? You have thought, I am sure,
of what it might have meant had Hitler
accomplished his purpose of conquering
Eurcpe, including England. It might
have meant a great deal.

As you well know, these countries were
at one time colonies of some European
country. The bases of the revolutions
which created their independence were
practically the same. They were found
in the dissatisfaction of the people with
the economic, political, and intellectual
restrictions of their home countries,
which created a desire and a determina-
tion to proceed a great distance and
pioneer a new existence, a free life in a
great, vast, at that time almost unin-
habited, lush, new country.

Time was when it was very difficult
for the peoples of one extremity of this
continent to know much about those at
the other. This is emphasized when I
call your attention to the fact that Chile
alone is 2,550 miles long. Twenty-five
years ago how could a shepherd at the
Straits of Magellan, near the South Pole,
be very familiar with what was happen-
ing in Montreal, Canada? Lack of
transportation and communication fa-
cilities and the fact that many of these
countries are not very thickly populated
caused it to be difficult indeed for us to
know each other in yesteryears. How-
ever, the progress of science has greatly
improved that condition, largely tnrough
radio and aviation. Now that shepherd
down at the Straits of Magellan can by
short-wave radio, if he knows the Eng-
lish language, get a program from Mont-
real, or perhaps he may need to know
French if the program comes from Mont-
real, and vice versa. Similarly, a Ca-
nadian statesman, a Canadian Govern-
ment official, a Canadian businessman,
can now, if necessary, proceed to San-
tiago, Chile, by plane in a matter of
4 or 5 days, I believe. They do not travel
at night in South and Central America;
otherwise he could make the trip even
more quickly.

As science confinues to progress, as
radio, aviaticn, and other comparatively
recent developments are improved and
new ones occur, the good-neighbor atti-
tude will become increasingly general by
leaps and bounds.

Reference has been made to the Mon-
roe Doctrine, which, in my opinion, con-
stitutes one of the most important, one
of the most effective, statements ever
made by an American President in a
message to Congress.

The act was signed by President Mon-
roe 123 years ago. In it he substantially
said to foreign countries, “If any of you
countries who have had colonies over
here on this continent have any idea of
ever regaining them or repossessing them,
vou had just as well forget that idea.
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This continent is posted. Beware.
shall not pass.”

That was the United States alone say-
ing to the rest of the world, “Any ag-
gression on any American Republic will
be considered an aggression on us.” That
was effective for 117 years, may I add.
One hundred and seventeen years later,
at the Habana Conference in 1940, just
after France fell, at which time I suppose
the people of a larger part of the world
realized for the first time the sericusness
of the war with which we were con-
fronted—we had been talking about it as
a phony war—the Monroe Doctrine was
in effect broadened by agreement of all
of the American Republics that any ag-
gression on any one of them from with-
out would be considered an aggression
on all of them; in other words, the other
20 republics joined the United States in
guaranteeing the integrity of all of their
acres against any aggression from with-
out. Then came the Mexico City Con-
ference on the problem of war and peace.
There another great principle was
formed. The gentleman from Texas and
the gentlewoman from Massachusetis
have already referred to it.

The main accomplishment of that con-
ference was what I like to think of as the
crowning glory of the Monroe Doctrine.
I refer to the Act of Chapultepec wherein
it was recognized that aggression might
occur on one of these American Repub-
lies from within as well as from without,
and they agreed among themselves that
any aggression on one of the 21 repub-
lics either from within or from without
this continent would be considered as an
aggression on all of them. I am sure
that the chaplain can realize better than
most of us the satisfaction in the minds
not only of the leaders but of many of the
citizens of numerous small Latin-Amer-
ican countries that must have resulted
from this additional guarantee which
grew out of the Act of Chapultepec. I
know they have slept much better. I
know they have been much happier every
hour of every day since the promulgation
of that act. Of course, we naturally ad-
hered to that act under the President’s
War Powers Act as a war matter, and
when the war terminates our adherence
to the Act of Chapultepec will termi-
nate without further action, and that is
one of the main reasons for the confer-
ence which we hope to have at Rio de
Janeiro soon.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I make
the point of order that a quorum is not
present,

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAEER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. RANKIN. How much time is al-
lotted for this speech on Pan-American
Day?

The SPEAKER. No time. ;

Mr. RANKIN. Does the Chair mean
this is going on all day?

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not
know.

Mr. RANKIN. If so, we might as well
adjourn.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Michigan makes the point of order that
a quorum is not present. The Chair will
count.

You
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Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, in view
of the fact that I understand this is not
going to take much longer, I withdraw my
point of order.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, a point
of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I make
the point of order that the gentleman
from Alabama is recognized under the
rules of the House and is entitled to
only 1 hour. We have an hour rule in
this House. Unless there is unanimous
consent or a rule to the contrary, under
the hour rule no Member can speak more
than an hour. I am willing for the gen-
tleman to extend his remarks in the
REecorp, but we have some very impor-
tant legislation on which Members are
anxious to vote. It seems to me it is
an imposition on the Membership of
the House to take up a whole day here
going over the same ground. The gen-
tleman has the right to extend his re-
marks, but he is limited to 1 hour.

Mr, EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I
demand the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is
making a point of order, which he has the
right to do. :

Mr. RANKIN. Under the rules of the
House a Member can be recognized on
a motion for only 1 hour, unless, as I
said, there is a unanimous-consent
agreement or a rule to the contrary.
Therefore, I make the point of order that
the gentleman from Alabama has ex-
hausted his time.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state
to the gentleman from Mississippi that
we are operating today under a resolu-
tion of the House that fixes no time.
This being Pan-American Day, remarks
appropriate to the occasion are in order.

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr, Speaker, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. EKNUTSON. Is Pan-American
Day more important than national de-
fense?

The SPEAKER. That is a question
upon which the Chair is not called upon
to pass.

The gentleman from Alabama is rec-
ognized.

Mr, JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, in reply
to the gentleman from Minnesota, I say
that Pan-American Day is a very impor-
tant part of national defense, and in re-
ply to the gentleman from Mississippi,
I say that I have made no motion.

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. JARMAN. I shall be glad to yield
to the gentleman from Vermont, as I
have been glad to yield to everybody.

Mr. PLUMLEY. I wish to take this
occasion out of the gentleman’s time to
call the attention of the House to the
fact that no man in the country over
the years since the South American Re-
publics were recognized was ever more
valuable or more important or more suc-
cessful in welding together the differ-
ences of opinion existing between these
governments of ours than the Honorable
John Barrett, to whom the Pan Ameri-
can Building in this city is a monument,
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and who came from Grafton, Vi., and
needs no other monument.

Mr. JARMAN. I thank the gentleman
very much.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. RagauT]l.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, I think
the gentleman is to be commended for
the foresight which he has shown in
bri-ging to the attention of the House
in » proper manner his devotion to Pan-
American Day., During the war I hap-
pened to have had the distinction of
being chairman of a committee which
traveled through 17 countries in South
and Central America for the purpose of
establishing and solidifying, so to speak,
the Western Hemisphere, which we
thought was so necessary at the time and
regarding which I said at that time I
hoped that our devotion to the principle
of consolidation of the Western Hemi-
sphere would not turn out to be a war-
time honeymoon. The gentleman is aug-
menting that faet today in address-
ing the House on Pan-American Day.
I think he is to be highly commended.
I further said on that occasion when
I was in those South American and
Central American countries, “Tell me
where your treasure is and I will tell
you where your heart is.” At that
time I called their attention to the fact
that the Panama Canal was as close to
them as it was to us. That is where we
placed our heart for the protection of the
Western Hemisphere. And having it so
placed, I said, “It stands for the entire
Western Hemisphere, for its protection
on every shore.”

Mr. JARMAN. I thank the gentleman
very much. He is well aware of my
thorough agreement with him in every
respect. I wish to add that I found when
I visited South and Central America, that
he did a magnificent job on the trip to
which he refers of cementing relations
between the American republics, for
which I wish to thank him and on which
I wish to congratulate him heartily.

I have but a few more remarks to make
at the conclusion of which my participa-
tion in this celebration of Pan-American
Day will be concluded. I repeat that I
have been assuréd any Member who
wishes to address the House may do so.
At the time the point of order of no
quorum was made, I had just referred to
the Act of Chapultepec. My colleagues
will recall that from the Mexico City con-
ference many of our delegates went di-
rectly to the San Francisco Conference.
You will also recall it was strictly under-
stood everything that was done at Mexico
City must fall within the requirements
and the framework of whatever charter
might be created at San Francisco. I re-
member having indulged in the predic-
tion the day the Act of Chapultepec was
published, or expressing the hope, that it
might be the forerunner of things to
come. Of course, I had in mind San
Francisco. Not only did the San Fran-
cisco Charter materialize it, but it is
the intent and desire of the United
Nations that all of the little griev-
ances that can possibly be ironed out in
such regional organizations as the Pan
American organization be ironed out and
not brought to the Security Council. I
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feel quite sure that much will be accom-
plished in such regional organizations
throughout the world.

It is well known by all, as I have re-
peatedly said on the floor, that civiliza-
tion simply cannot survive another war
in view of the progress of science, both
as of today and in the light of what is to
be expected in the future. We simply
cannot stand the shock of it and it must
not occur. In conclusion, I repeat the
expression of my belief that the United
Nations, which is at the moment our
main hope for permanent peace, will
succeed. Its Security Council has done
nobly at New York.

I think, considering its short life, con-
sidering what it had dumped info its lap
in London and in New York, it has func-
tioned well and accomplished much. I
believe it will continue to do so and that
in the years to come our children and cur
grandchildren can look back on that San
Francisco Conference as an outstanding
period in the history of the world, a time
when an organization was created which
saved the world by the creation of per-
manent peace. I know that everyone
present, every Member of this House,
heartily shares my expression of sincere
hope and my reverent prayer that this
belief may prove to be correct.

I thank you so much for your gener-
osity.

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, it is
well and appropriate that we take time
out each year about the middle of April
to celebrate fittingly Pan-American Day.
I know this is a busy season now, and
much remains to be done by this body
before we can leave for the Easter vaca-
tion. I know that there are yet pressing
bills to be acted on and some unfinished
business from our last daily session, but
I do beg leave to say these few brief
words to express, however poorly, my
own feeling in regard to this all-too-
brief pan-American program. I heard
the distinguished chairman, the gentle-
man from Alabama [Mr. Jarman], when
asked to compare the importance of this
program with legislation for national de-
fense, declare in substance that cement-
ing good will with our neighbors, espe-
cially our Latin-American friends to the
south, was the very core and essence of
national defense, and I quite agree with
those sentiments.

In thinking of the sum total of value
to our country of friendly relations with
Latin America we must certainly in-
clude—but include much more than—the
matter of national defense. And if we
seem to lay stress on national defense let
it be known that it is because of the pres-
ent inquiry and not because of the super-
lative importance of the defense element
in a long-range view. It is probably cor-
rect to say that this Government first
gave its attention to the Latin American
countries in the interest of our national
defense. Naturally, this country has
hoped to procure and keep the good will
and friendship and powerful support of
those Latin-American Republics lying to
the south of the Rio Grande. In that
good will and sympathetic understand-
ing, and not in anything like joint armies
or navies or military freaties, does that
element of defense come. The good will
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among the republics of this hemisphere
toward each other and toward the whole
group constitutes a powerful element of
defense for each and for all.

There is more fruitful benefit to the
pan-American spirit even than mutual
defense, important as that is. There is
more benefit from the amiable relations
existing among these American Repub-
lics than that of prosperity based on a
mutually profitable commerce, and yet
mutually profitable commerce and recip-
rocal trade advantages cannot be re-
garded as small or insignificant. In fact,
it is a great and major element of bene-
fit accruing from the pan-American atti-
tude and spirit. However, I would not
call it the greatest of such benefits.

There is a cultural benefit which, if we
but recognize it, can be of increasing
profit to ourselves, and as a North Ameri-
can I may add without too much conceit
that there is here culture which might be
of mutual benefit if shared with our
neighbors to the south. If is a sad fact
that those historical beginnings on this
continent emanating from the men of
Spain may not be too well known by
those of us who look back to Jamestown
and Plymouth Rock for our Anglo-Amer-
ican sources. As I have many times pre-
viously pointed out, a large part of Amer-
ican history in the southern tier of States
was written by men of Spain before
Anglo-Americans arrived on the scene,
especially in the Southwest, of which my
State isa part. Our culture in the South-
west is a composite of Anglo-American
and Spanish-American elements. The
fact that we have neglected to study suf-
ficiently the Spanish-American elements
accounts in part for our lack of under-
standing, but there is a group of his-
torians—led by the master, Dr. Herbert
E. Bolton, director of the Bancroft Li-
bfary of the University of California at
Berkeley—giving study to the Spanish
contribution to American history and
culture. When the influence of this
school is felt throughout the Nation it
will have much to do in fostering trade,
developing good will, and cementing the
Republies of the two America’s together.
It is well that we consider such matters
as we celebrate Pan-American Day.

Mr. TRIMBLE. Mr. Speaker, we
have come through a tragic war and all
of us are hopefully and prayerfully look-
ing forward to a just and lasting peace.
No greater step can be made than that
we of the United States must be good
neighbors to all the world. That policy
as pursued in the Americas has borne
good fruit and will continue to do so
through the years. We so often forget
that nations are made up of individuals
and that they react by and large as indi-
viduals. Friendship and neighborliness
always pay dividends of peace. Let us
continue to strive to be tolerant and
understanding of our nei_hbors.

I congratulate the gentleman from
Alabama for the fine work which he has
done and is doing. I am happy to be
associated with him and to do my small
part in this great work.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr,
Speaker, under leave to extend my re-
marks, I include the following letter and
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declaration of principles of the Peoples
Mandate Committee:

PeorPLES MANDATE COMMITTEE
FOR INTER-AMERICAN PEACE
AND COOPERATION,
Washington, D. C., April 13, 1946.
My DEar CoNGREsSMAN RocErRs: We hear
from the Pan American Union that the ses-
sion of the House on Monday will be de-
voted to observance of Pan-American Day.
We shall indeed appreciate it if you on this
occasion call attention to the enclosed dec-
laration of principles adopted by a con-
ference in which women of all the Ameri-
can Republics took part. A list of delegates
from Latin America is enclosed.
Thank you for your cooperation in this
maftter.
Bincerely,
MABEL VERNON.
[Enclosure]

ProPLES MANDATE COMMITTEE
FOR INTER-AMERICAN PEACE
AND COOPERATION,
Washington, D. C.

Believing too little public attention is be-
ing given to the peace treaties, the Peoples
Mandate Committee held a Conference on
Peace Settlements at the Shoreham Hotel
on March 21 and 22. This conference was
attended by women from all the American
Republics, Program of the conference is
attached.

The conference adopted the enclosed dec-
laration of principles, which in our opinion,
are indispensable if a peaceful world is to
be established. We are using this declara-
tion as the means of bringing the moral
force of the Americas to bear upon the great
powers which are dictating the peace trea-
ties demanding that the interests of the
people affected, not the rivalry of govern-
ments for power, must be their first concern.

The declaration will be presented to the
heads of government in all the American Re-
publics during the week of April 23. We
are now asking President Truman to receive
a delegation from our committee during that
time. It will be sent to Becretary of State
Byrnes before he leaves for Paris by people
in all parts of the country who are asking
him to adhere to these principles generally
supported by American public opinion.

We are asking Members of Congress to
help in bringing these fundamental prin-
ciples to public attention and urging them
upon the foreign ministers of the great
powers, particularly upon our own Secre-
tary of State. We shall be deeply appre-
ciative of any assistance you can give.

DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES ADOPTED BY THE
CONFERENCE ON FEACE SETTLEMENTS OF THE
PEOPLES MANDATE COMMITTEE, WASHINGTON,
D. C., MARCH 21 AND 22, 1846

We call upon men and women throughout
the world whose lives are at stake to demand
of the great powers dictating the peace trea-
ties that they be based on justice.

The way to end war must be found now.

The treaties which are now being nego-
tiated ending the World War must lay down
terms that will make possible the mainte-
nance of peace.

These treaties must be based on justice.
Peoples always have combatted and always
will combat intolerable conditions. Neither
armaments nor machinery can he created
strong enough to maintain an unjust peace.

We pledge ourselves to seek the support
of the peoples and governments of the Amer-
icas for the following principles which are
indispensable if a peaceful world is to be
established:

In all the peace settlements human values
must be placed first. Human needs, physi-
cal, mental, and spiritual, and the egual
rights of all men to have these needs satis-

“fied provide the only basis of unity on which
an enduring world organization can be es=
tablished and lasting peace maintained,
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Provision for the feeding of the hungry
and the clothing of the destitute must be
given precedence over every concern of power
politics. The interests of the people affected,
not the rivalry of governments for power,
must be the first consideration in all treaties
and agreements made.

The treaties must promote and encourage
respect for human rights and for funda-
mental freedom for all without distinction
as to race, sex, language, or religion, in ac-
cordance with the purposes of the United
Nations.

Agreements must provide, in accordance
with the dignity and worth of individual
man, that all people shall be free to choose
their own form of government and enjoy the
guaranty of a universal bill of individual
rights.

The treaties must provide for free flow of
information between nations through the
radio, the press, and books. They must re-
move restrictions upon the dissemination of
news and of scientific knowledge, inecluding
atomic-energy research to be used for the
benefit of humanity.

The treaties must open the way for the
trade arrangements whereby each country
can fully develop its resources, thus gaining
the means to sustain itself and raise the
standard of living of its people.

The people must be fully Informed of all
treaties and agreements that are made be-
fore any final decision is taken.

We, women of the American Republics,
dedicate ourselves to bringing all the moral
force of the Americas to bear upon the great
powers in support of treaties based upon
these principles.

We recommend that the declaration of
principles be opened to the endorsement of
all organizations and to the signature of men
and women throughout the Americas, that
it be presented to the heads of government
of all the American Republics and brought
before the Peace Conference scheduled to
meet in Paris no later than May 1.

The executive council of the Peoples Man-
date voted on March 23 to proceed at once
with these recommendations.

Among the delegates to the Peoples Man-
date Conference from the other American
Republics are the following:

Senora de Brunet, Argentina, wife of Ad-
miral Brunet, member of Inter-American De-
fense Committee; Senora de Andrade, wife
of the Ambassador of Bolivia; Senorita Marina
Nufiez del Prado, famous sculptor, and Senora
Carmen de Lozada, of Bolivia; Miss Alice dos
Santos Mala, of Brazil, winner of Mademoi-
selle scholarship; Mme. A, Boulitreau Fragoso,
wife of the first secretary of the Brazillan
Embassy; Mme. Geraldo de Paula Souza,
Brazil; Senora Marta Vergara de Chamudis,
Chilean educator; Senora de Belt, wife of the
Ambassador of Cuba; Senorita Roselia Cabal-
lero, vice consul at the Cuban Embassy; Se-
nora Celia de Hazera, sister of the Ambassador
of Costa Rica; Senora Lottie T. de Gonzéalez,
cultural attaché, of Costa Rica; Dr. Anita
Figueredo, distinguished physician, of Costa
Rica; Benorita Consuelo Reyes Calderdn,
Costa Rica, Latin-American secretary of the
Peoples Mandate committee; Senorita Leticia
Guerrero, daughter of the late President of
Ecuador, member of the staff of the Pan
American Union; Senora Pledad Levi de Suro,
correspondent for her family newspaper, El
Telégrafo, of Guayaquil, Ecuador; Senora
Concha de Ferris, El Salvador; Senora Judith
de Garcia Granados, wife of the Ambassador
of Guatemala, and daughter, Miriam; Senora
Lucy de Linares Aranda, wife of the first
secretary of the Guatemalan Embassy; Senora
Clemenclia Ostos de Kiel, prominent Mexican
educator; Senoritas Alicia and Esther M.
Saavedra, Dolores Banda, Isabel Arroyo, and
Bertha Rodriguez, of Mexico; Senora Graciela
Rojas Sucre, special commissioner of the min-
istry of education, Panama; Senora Maria
Luisa Candia de Burt, journalist, broadcaster,
and Senorita Leopoldina Gonzilez, of Parae=
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guay; Senora Olga Bricefio, distinguished
novelist, of Venezuela, From Puerto Rico
come Senoritas Lidia Clemencia Rosarlo,
Gladys Lasa, woman lawyer, and Senora An-
gela Mufioz de Rodriguez.

“Neither the United States nor any other
major power can buy its safety by sanction-
ing the present spreading disregard of the
rights of weaker people, by doing homage to
force rather than to justice, or by abandon-
ing for the sake of apparent expediency those
proven principles in international relations
which alone can make for a free and peaceful
world.

“SUMNER WELLES.”

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
all Members may have the privilege of
extending their own remarks following
the remarks of the gentleman from Ala-
bama on Pan-American Day.

There was no objection.

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
resolution (H. Res. 599) and ask unani-
mous consent for its immediate consid-
eration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

Whereas April 14 is the fifty-sixth anni-
versary of the founding of the Pan American
Union and is the date celebrated through-
out the Americas as Pan-American Day
since its designation 16 years ago by the
Governing Board of the Union; and ]

Whereas the President of the United States
has issued a proclamation ordering the week
beginning April 14, 1946, to be known as
Pan-American Week, in order that the
people of the United States may publicly
testify to the mutual confidence and good
will existing between them and the peoples
of the other American Republics; and

Whereas there is special reason at this
time to give recognition to the Pan Ameri-
can Union, the official organization of the
21 republics of the hemisphere as one of the
world’s oldest international organizations, in
view of the contribution which this organi-
zatlon of the Americas has made and will be
called upon to make to the building of world
peace and to the support of the United Na-
tions; and

Whereas this House adopted a resolution
setting aside Monday, April 15, for the cele-
bration of Pan-American Day: Therefore
be it

Resolved, That—

(1) the House of Representatives of the
United States reaffirms its belief in the prin-
ciple of friendly cooperation for the solu-
tion of all problems which face the coun-
tries of this hemisphere, a principle that is
a cornerstone of the inter-American system;
and

(2) the House of Representatives hereby
extends its most cordial greetings to the
other popular representative organs of each
of the other American Republics; and

(3) the Pan American Union is felicitated
on this occasion of its anniversary; and

(4) coples of the present resolution shall
be distributed to the legislative bodies of
the other American Republics, and one copy
shall be transmitted to the Pan American
Union.

The SFEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the resolu-
tion?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

. A motion to reconsider was laid on the
able.

EXTENSION OF SELECTIVE TRAINING AND
SERVICE ACT

The SPEARKER. The unfinished busi-
ness is the reading of the engrossed copy
of the bill (H. R. 6064) to extend the
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Selective Training and Service Act of
1940, as amended, and for other purposes.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the reading of
the engrossed copy be dispensed with,
and that it be printed in the REcorp at
this point.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

(The engrossed copy of the bill reads
as follows:)

H. R. 6064
An act to extend the Selective Training and

SBervice Act of 1940, as amended, and for

other purposes

Be it enacted, etc., That so much of the
first sentence of section 3 (a) of the Selec-
tive Training and Service Act of 1840, as
amended, as precedes the first proviso is
amended to read as follows:

“Sec. 3. (a) Except as otherwise provided
in this act, every male citizen of the United
Btates, and every other male person residing
in the United States, who is between the

ages of 20 and 80, at the time fixed for his’

registration, or who attains the age of 20
after having been required to register pursu-
ant to section 2 of this act, shall be liable
for training and service in the land or naval
forces of the United States: Provided, That
so much of the second sentence of section 3
(a) of the Selective Training and Service
Act of 1940, as amended, as precedes the
first proviso in such sentence is amended to
read as follows: ‘The President is authorized
after, and not before, October 15, 1946, to
select and induct into the armed forces of
the United States for training and service,
in the manner provided in this act, such
number of men as is required for such
forces to bring them to the strength author-
ized by the Congress, and no monthly re-
guisitions for men shall be made on Selec-
tive Service by either the Secretary of War
or the SBecretary of the Navy between May
15, 1946, and October '15, 1846, and there-
ﬁ only with the approval of the Presi-
P

Bec. 2. The fourth proviso of the second
sentence of section 3 (a) of the Selective
Training and Service Act of 1940, as amend-
ed, is amended to read as follows: “Provided
further, That on July 1, 1947, the number of
men in active training or service shall not
exceed 1,070,000 in the Army, 558,000 in the
Navy, and 108,000 in the Marine Corps; and
the monthly requisitions on Selective Service
under this act by the Secretary of War and
the Secretary of the Navy shall not exceed,
after consideration of the actual number of
voluntary enlistments during the previous
month, the number of men so required.”

Bec. 3. Section 3 (b) of the Selective Train-
ing and Service Act of 1940, as amended, is
amended to read as follows:

“(b) Each man heretofore or hereafter in-
ducted under the provisions of subsection
(a) =hall serve for a training and service
period of 18 months, unless sooner discharged,
with the exception of cadets of the Military
Academy and midshipmen of the Naval Acad-
emy who have been certified by the Secretary
of War or the Secretary of the Navy to have
completed successfully 18 months of satls-
factory service.”

Bec. 4. Bection 5 (e) of the Selective Train-
ing and Service Act of 1940, as amended, is
amended by adding at the end thereof the
following new paragraph:

*(3) After May 15, 1946, no individual who
has a child or children shall be inducted
without his consent for training and service
under this act. As used in this paragraph
the term ‘child’ includes a child legally
adopted, a stepchild, a foster child, and a
person who is supported in good faith by
the individual in a relationship similar to

that of a parent and child but such term
does not include any person 18 years of age
or over unless such person is physically or
mentally handicapped.”

Bec. b. Bection 6§ (k) of the BSelective
Training and BService Act of 1940, as
amended, s amended by adding at the end
thereof the following new paragraph:

“In carrying out the provisions of this
subsection the local selective-service board
in classifying the registrant shall base its
findings solely and exclusively on whether
the registrant is necessary to and regularly
engaged in an agricultural occupation or
endeavor.”

Bec. 6. Section 16 (b) of the Selective
Training and Service Act of 1940, as amended,
is amended to read as follows:

“(b) All of the provisions of this act,
except the provisions of sections 3 (c¢), 8
(d), and 8, and the fourth provisc of the
second sentence of section 3 (a), shall be-
come inoperative and cease to apply on and
after Pebruary 15, 1947, or on such earlier
date as may be specified in a concurrent
resolution of the two Houses of Congress for
that purpose, except as to offenses committed
prior to such date. On February 15, 1947,
or on such earlier date as may be specified in
such concurrent resolution, all of the func-
tions, responsibilities, records, and property
of the Personnel Division of the Sslective
Bervice Bystem shall be transferred to such
agency of the Federal Government as the
Congress may designate, or, if not so desig-
nated, to such agency of the Federal Gov-
ernment as the President may prescribe.”

The SPEAEER. The question is on
the passage of the bill.

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, as a mi-
nority member of the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs, I offer a motion to recom-
mit.

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman op-
posed to the bill?

Mr. SHORT. I am unmistakably, sir,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman qual-
ifies. The Clerk will report the motion
to recommit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. SHorT moves to recommit the bill
(H. R. 6064) to the Committee on Military
Affairs,

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I move the
previous question on the motion to re-
commit, .

The previous question was ordered.

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. THOMASON)
there were—ayes 74, noes 135.

So the motion to recommit was re-
Jjected.

The SPEAEER. The question is on the
passage of the bill.

Mr, VINSON. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 280, nays 108, not voting 32,
as follows:

[Roll No, 83]
YEAS—280

Abernethy Beckworth Butler
Adams Bell Byrne, N. Y.
Allen, La, Bennet, N.Y, Byrnes, Wis,
Almond Blackney Camp
Anderson, Calif. Bland Campbell
Andrews, Ala. - Blcom Canfield
Angell Eolton Cannon, Fla,
Arends ‘Bonner Cannon, Mo
Auchincloss Brooks Carlson
Baldwin, Md Brown, Ga Carnashan
Baldwin, N.¥Y. Bryson Case, N. J
Barrett, Wyo. Buck Case, 8. Dak
Barry Euckl Chapman
Bates, Ky Bulwinkle Chelf
Bates, Mass Burch Clark
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Clason Heffernan
Clements Hendricks
Clippinger Herter
Cole, Kans, Heselton
Cole, N. X. Hess
Combs Hill
Cooley Hinshaw
Cooper Hobbs
Corbett Holmes, Mass,
Courtney Holmes, Wash.
Cox Hope
Cravens Horan
Crawford Howell
Curtis Huber
D’Alesandro Jackson
Daughton, Va. Jarman
Davis Jenkins
Delaney, Jennings
James J, Johnson, Calif.
Delaney, Johnson, I,
John J, Johnson,
D'Ewart Luther A
Dingell Johnson,
Dirksen Lyndon B
Domengeaux  Johnson, Okla.
Dondero Jonkman
Doughton, N. C. Judd
Douglas, Calif, Kean
Doyle Kearney
Drewry Kee
Durham Eeefe
Dworshak Eefauver
Earthman Eelly, Il
Eaton eogh
Eberharter Kerr
iott Kilburn
Kilday
Ellsworth Kirwan
Elsaesser Kopplemann
Elston  Kunkel
Engel, Mich. Lanham
Engle, Calif.  Larcade
Ervin Latham
Fallon Lea
Fenton
Fernandez LeFevre
Flannagan Lesinski
Fogarty Lewls
Forand Luce
Fuller Lyle
Fulton Lynch
Gallagher MeConnell
Gamble MeCormack
Gardner MeGehee
McMiilan, 8. C
Gathings Mahon
Gavin Maloney
Gearhart Manasco
Geelan Mankin
Gifford N
Gillette Mathews
Gore May
Gorskl Merrow
Gossett Michener
Grant, Ala Miller, Callf,
Green Mills
Greg Monroney
Gwinn, N. Y Morrison
Hale Mundt
Ha'l, Murdock
Edwin Arthur Murphy
Hall Murray, Tenn.
Leonard W. Neely
Hall Norblad
Hand Norrell
Hare O'Brien, Il
Harless, Ariz.  O'Brien, Mich.
Herness, Ind O’Hara
Ha O'Toole
Hart Outland
Hartley
Hays Patman
Hébert Pfeifer
Hedrick Phillips
NAYS—108
Allen. 111, Chenoweth
Andersen, Chi
H. Carl Church
Clevenger
August H. Coffee
Andrews, N. Y. Cole, Mo.
Arnold er
Barden Cunningham
Barrett, Pa De Lacy
Beall Dolliver
Bender Feighan
Bennett, Mo. Flood
Biemiller Folger
Boren Gillesple
Bradley, Mich, Gillie
Bradley, Fa. Goodwin
Brehm Gordon
Brown, Ohlo Grannhan
Erumbaugh Gra
Buffett Grant, Ind,
Celler G

Robsion, Ky.
Rodgers, Pa.
Roe, Md.

Simpson, I,
Simpson, Fa.

Wolverton, N. J.
Wood

Woodhouse
Woodruff
Worley
Zimmerman

Gross
Gwynne, Iowa
Hagen

Hevenner
Healy
Hoch
Hoeven
Hoffman
Holifleld
Hook

Hull
Jensen
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Lemke O'Konskl Smith, Ohio

Link Patterson Smith, Wis.
Ludlow Peterson, Ga. Springer
McCowen Philbin Stefan
McDonough Pittenger Stavenson
McGlinchey Plumley Stockman
McGregor Fowell Sumner, Ill.
Madden Reed, N. Y. Talle
Mansfield, Rees, Kans. Tolan

Mont. Rockwell Traynor
Marcantonio  Russell Voorhis, Calif.
Martin, Iowa  Savage Welch
Mason Schwabe, Mo. White
Miller, Nebr. Schwabe, Okla. Wilson
Morgan Sheridan Winter
Murray, Wis.  Short Wolfenden, Pa.

NOT VOTING—32

Bailey Gerlach O’Neal
Bishop Gibson Patrick
Boykin Graham Peterson, Fla.
Bunker Hancock Rains .
Cochran Henry Reece, Tenn.
Colmer Izac Roe, N. Y.
Curley LaFollette Sheppard
Dawson McEenzie Sikes
Douglas, Ill. McMillen, Ill.  Stigler
Fellows Mansfield, Tex. Sundstrom
Ficher Norton

So the bill was pas.ed.

The Clerk announced
pairs:

On this vote:

Mr. Graham for, with Mr. Bishop against,

Mrs. Douglas of Illinois for, with Mr. Mans-
field of Texas against.

Mr. Fellows for, with Mr. Henry against,

General pairs until further notice:

Mr. Cochran with Mr. Reece of Tennessee,
Mr. Roe of New York with Mr. Hancock,
Mr. Rains with Mr. McMillen of Illinois.
Mr. Colmer with Mr. LaFollette.

Mr, Izac with Mr, Sundstrom.

Mr. McDonoucH changed his vote from
“yeau to unay.n

Mr. O'Konskl changed his vote from
uyEan to ‘Inay.l’

Mr. RANKIN changed his vote from
Iunayn tO “Yea.”

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

THE LATE BENJAMIN JONES

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I am very sorry to be obliged to
announce the death of Mr. Benjamin
Jones, who for 39 years has been in
charge of the Republican cloakroom.

Mr. Jones came from Illinois when
Speaker Cannon cccupied the chair of
this House, and upon appointment at the
request of Congressman Rodenberg, of
Illinois. For 39 years Ben Jones has en-
deared himself to all of us who sit on the
Republican side of the aisle by his good
nature, his kindly disposition, and courte~
ous service. He was a man of fine char-
acter, and he had a profound knowledge
of national affairs. He loved the House;
he was a sturdy champion of it as an in-
stitution and strong in the Republican
faith.

We all regret his untimely death. We
extend to his wife and family our sincere
sympathy in their hour of bereavement.

Mr. McCORMACK. I deeply regret to
hear the announcement of our late

the following
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friend, and I join with the distinguished
minority leader in his touching expres-
sion of sympathy.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
any Member who wishes may extend his
remarks on this subject at this point in
the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, it was
with real sadness that I this morning
learned of the death of Ben Jones, who
for 39 years has so ably and efficiently
presided over the Republican cloakroom.

During the 12 years I have been a
Member, I got to know Ben, as we af-
fectionately called him, real well. Our
entire membership respected and ad-
mired him for the fine qualities he pos-
sessed. He was always a gentleman;
faithful, sincere, and thoughtful of those
with whom he came in daily contact. He
served well, and we will miss him. Our
deepest sympathy goes out to his family.

Mr. BUCK. Mr, Speaker,Iam grieved
at the death of Ben Jones. The atten-
tive yet unobfrusive and quiet manner
with which he performed his duties in
the Republican cloakroom brought him
admiration and respect. His aim was to
serve and he served well. He will be
missed in the House of Representatives.
The world needs more men of Ben Jones’
character,

Mr. MICHENER. = Mr. Speaker, it is
with regret that I have learned of the
sudden passing of one of the most
capable, trustworthy, and faithful em-
ployees of the House—our friend, Ben
Jones,

Thirty-nine years ago today he be-
came attached to the House of Repre-
sentatives and when I came to Congress
many years ago he was well-versed in
procedure and was of much assistance
to me as a new Representative. He was
always dependable and occupied a
unique position in connection with the
House. His long experience and keen
mind made it possible for him to have
a general understanding of the House
procedure in general. In charge of the
Republican cloakroom and lunchroom,
he was in daily contact with the mem-
bership on the Republican side of the
aisle, and was always prepared to ad-
vise as to what the program of the day
would be. A man with a character
above reproach, a patriotic citizen, and
one who took pride in his race, he was
a credit to his race. Mr. Speaker, Ben
Jones will be greatly missed. I want to
extend my sympathy to his family and
especially the two daughters who have
so politely and so ably assisted in his
work here in the Capitol.

Mr. PRICE of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
the announcement by the minority lead-
er [Mr. MARTIN] of the death of Mr.
Ben Jones comes as a shock to me.

Soon after I came to Washingion, in
March 1933, as secretary to former Con-
gressman Edwin M. Schaefer, I met Mr.
Jones when he paid a visit to Mr. Schae-
fer's office. I have had many pleasant
contacts with him since.
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He liked to talk about his old home,
Lovejoy, I1l., in my congressional district.
He came to Washington about 38 years
ago at the request of Congressman
William Rodenberger. He was a fa-
miliar figure in the Republican cloak-
room ever since.

His passing will be mourned by the
great number of Members on the left side
of the aisle whom he served so well, and
by many on the right side who also ad-
mired him for his genial ways.

I personally mourn the loss of a fine
constituent, and extend my deepest sym-
pathy to his family.

THE LATE BEN JONES

Mr. REED of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
think the House generally, but especially
the Republican membership, will join me
in paying a fitting tribute to the memory
of Ben Jones, who served us so long and
who departed this life last Saturday
night.

Ben Jones came from Illinois. Thirty-
nine years ago on this very day he began

“his service in the House as a janitor. He

early saw an opporfunity to be of greater
service, however, by selling a iew apples
in the Republican cloakroom, a service
that proved so desirable that he gradually
enlarged it to include some other fruits
and some sandwiches. From that hum-
ble beginning has grown the service, sim-
ilar to that on the Democratic side, that
is patronized by almost 200 Members
daily.

Ben Jones was able to render this sin-
gular service to the Republican Members
of the House and to some 50 employees
because of his fine courtesy, his fore-
sightedness, his willingness to work, and
the high quality of his products. He
exemplified in his daily conduct the type
of citizen that America needs.

Thousands of Members on both sides
of the House have come and gone during
thelong service of this faithful employee,
and today but one Member, the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. SapaTH], remains
of the Congress that Ben came first to
serve, 39 years ago. Ben Jones leaves
behind him an example that can be fol-
lowed appropriately by the youth of his
race.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES—NATIONAL CAPITAL
HOUSING AUTHORITY

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following message from the Presi-
dent of the United States, which was
read by the Clerk and, together with ac-
companying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia:

To the Congress of the United States:

In accordance with the provisions of
section 5 (a) of the District of Columbia
Alley Dwelling Act, approved June 12,
1934, I transmit herewith for the infor-
mation of the Congress the report of the
National Capital Housing Authority for
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1945,

HARRY S. TRUMAN,

THE WHITE HOUSE, April 15, 1946.

DRAFT EXTENSION

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my
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own remarks at this point in the Recorp  statement made in the middle of the war EXTENSION OF REMARKS
on the bill just passed. is still true. 'We have not yet won the Mr. PETERSON of Georgia. Mr,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection,

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr, Speaker, I
think the House ought to do whatever it
is going to do about extending the draft
now, before the Easter recess, and that
is why I voted for this bill and against
recommitting it. The bill in its present
form does not suit me. I did not decide
upon an Easter recess for the House, and

feel that we had better stay in session.

for this period, in order to go ahead with
the heavy schedule that faces us. The
House leadership has, however, decided
in favor of a recess, and this bill is the
best bill, in fact the only bill, that this
House can put together before the first
of May, and the draft ends May 15.

The important amendments adopted
were offered by the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr, Ma¥], chairman of the House
Military Affairs Committee, and the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr., Vinson],
chairman of the House Naval Affairs
Committee. It is natural that the House
should adopt these amendments. Taken
together, they make the draft extension
bill a very clumsy piece of legislation.

I voted against the May amendment
which excluded the teen-age boys from
the draft. This was a hard vote, and a
difficult decision, but if we need a draft
at all now, we need to draft the 18- and
19-year-old boys. There are only 100,000
in the whole group from 20 to 30 years
of age who are available for the draft.
The rest of them have either been in
service or are not fit for service. Out of
this 100,000 only about 50,000 would
qualify for the draft, according to the
past experience of selective service.
There are about 100,000 boys becoming
18 every month in the United States.
Abouf half of them would qualify for the
draft. If we find we must resort to the
draft, and leave out the teen-agers, we
may find that we are redrafting men who
have already served, in order to secure
the necessary forces.

There is another reason why I voted
to draft the teen-agers. My son was 18
this spring. He feels, and so do I, that
as I voted to draft teen-agers to fight
during the war, it would be wrong for
me to leave them in the service indefi-
nitely because I refused to vote to draft
this year's teen-agers to replace them.

I believe it is a mistake to call this a
peacetime draft. Whatever else you may
call this state we are in, we are not in a
state of peace. Both Congress and the
President now have the power to declare
that the war is over and they have not
done it. We have not yet made peace
treaties. We have thousands of troops
occupying enemy countries. Congress re-
cently extended the President’s war
powers. I felt that these powers should
be reduced, in recognition of the fact
that, while we are not at peace, we are
not in a fighting war, but I was voted
down. In 1943 I said this, “How will we
know we have won the war? Not when
our troops march into Berlin and Tokyo,
but when our troops march out of Berlin
and Tokye for home, for good, knowing
that he will not have to return.” That

war. It is a mistake to call this peace-
time conscription.

There is still another reason why we
dare not consider this as a period of
peace. The United Nations, in which
we are pinning our faith.and hope for
a peaceful world, is being subjected to
a series of shocks and crises by one mem-
ber, which is apparently determined to
use the organization as a means of car-
rying out and confirming a series of ag-
gressions in defiance of the very princi-
ples for which we fought, or to wreck the
United Nations so that the aggressions
may continue unhindered. We all hope
and pray that these present difficul-
ties can be settled without war. To
pretend to ourselves, however, that the
Soviet threat is not a threat to peace
which prevents this from being a time
of peace for our country and the world,
is simply to ignore the facts, '

‘I voted for the Vinson amendment
which would have provided for a
5-month period to find out whether the
volunteer system would meet our needs.
Many statistics have been quoted to show
that this is possible. The Army’s own
figures show that where they anticipated
securing 300,000 volunteers they have
already secured more than fwice that
number. With increased pay, which we
are voting tcday, with the elimination
of abuses in the military caste system,
milifary service will become more at-
tractive. Statistics show that there is
no danger that our armed forces would
drop below safety levels in 5 months,
even though the volunteering did not
come up to our full expectations. On
the other hand, the end of the 5 months’
period would come before election, so
that none of us who voted for it can be
accused of attempting to duck the issue
of draft continuation because of the
election.

This country is not going to depend
for its postwar defense on peacetime
conscription. We are going to have a
comparatively small, highly skilled,
highly trained, and highly paid force of
yvolunteers. We should lead the world
toward international disarmament, in-
ternational elimination of conscription,
effective and permanent outlawry of
war.

Right now, however, with the world
the waysit is, with uncertainty as to
volunteering, uncertainty as to the
strength of our allies, uncertainty as to
the intentions of potential enemies, we
dare not gamble on maintaining our
minimum defense strength by volun-
teering. That is why I am voting for
this bill.

PERMISSION TO COMMITTEE ON RIVERS
AND HARBORS TO SIT DURING SES-
SIONS OF THE HOUSE

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors may sit during
general debate during sessions of the
House for the balance of the week.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

.

Speaker, I secured permission last Fri-
day to include in the Recorp a letter
from Dr. Van Lear, president of the
Georgia School of Technology. The
Publie Printer advises me that this letter
exceeds the limit established by the Joint
Committee on Printing and will cost
$180. In view of the important data
contained in this document, I ask unani-
mous consent that it be extended, noi-
withstanding the cost.

The SPEAKER. Notwithstanding the
cost, without objection, the extension
may be made. -

There was no objection.

Mr. MADDEN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an article by A. B.
‘Whitlock appearing in the Gary Ameri-
can, of Gary, Ind.

Mr. WICKERSHAM, Mr. PATTER-
SON, Mr. EELLY of Illinois, Mr. HAVEN-
NER, Mr. STARKEY, Mr. McDONOUGH,
and Mr. BUCK asked and were given
permission to extend their remarks in
the Appendix of the Recorp.

Mr. DOYLE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp in two instances,
and in each fo include extraneous
matter.

Mr. KEELLEY of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to extend his
remarks in the Appendix of the Recorp
and ineclude certain excerpts from the
report of the mediator of the Westing-
house strike to the Secretary of Labor.

Mr. HEDRICK asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp and to include
an editorial from a local paper.

Mr. BLAND asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the REcorp in two instances
and to include excerpts.

Mr. SPENCE asked and was given per=
mission to extend the remarks he intends
to make in the Committee of the Whole
today and to include therein a report
from the Committee on Banking and
Currency.

Mr. ERVIN asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remcrks in the
Appendix of the REcorp and include an
editorial from this morning’s Washing-
ton Post on the draft holiday.

Mr. LANE asked and was given permis=
sion to extend his remarks in the Ap-
pendix of the ReEcorp in opposition to the
St. Lawrence waterway.

Mr. STEWART asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp™ and include
part of an editorial which appeared in
today’s Post.

Mr. PHILBIN asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the REcorp and include cer-
tain letters.

Mr. WASIELEWSKI asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
in the Appendix of the Recorp and in-
clude extraneous matter.

Mr, HAYS asked and was given permis-
sion to extend his remarks in the Appen=-
g;x of the Recorp and include an edi-
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Mr. RIZLEY asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the Ap-
pendix of the RECORD and include an ad=-
vertisement appearing in today’s Times-
Herald.

Mrs. LUCE asked and was given per-
mission to extend her remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp in two instances,
in one to include a copy of a resolution
she is introducing today and in the other
to include two editorials.

Mr. GAVIN asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the REcorp and include an
editorial.

Mr. MASON asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the REcorp on the subject
of the proposed Office of Peace Informa-
tion and to include therein an editorial
on the same subject from the Christian
Science Monitor,

Mr. WELCH asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks with ref-
erence to H. R. 6064.

Mr. ROBERTSON of North Dakota
asked and was given permission to extend
his remarks in the REcorp and include a
set of resolutions.

Mr. JUDD asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in two
instances in the Recorp, and in each to
include certain extraneous matters.

Mr. THOMAS of New Jersey asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the Recorp and include an edi-
torial from a New Jersey newspaper.

Mr, GILLIE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp on the draft bill.

Mr. PLOESER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
* Recorp and include a letter on the sub-
ject of the draft.

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the REcorb.

Mr. McCOWEN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
RECORD.

Mr. WOODRUFF asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp in three instances, in two in-
stances to include an editorial.

Mr. SCHWABE of Missouri asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the Recorp and include an
editorial.

Mr. SHAFER asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
REcorp in two instances.

Mr. DONDERO asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include a resolution passed
by the City Council of Detroit, and a
letter.

Mr. GROSS asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
REcorp on the bill just passed.

Mr. BENDER asked and was given per-
mission te extend his remarks in the
REecorp and to include an editorial from
the Cleveland News.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the Recorp in two instances,
to include in one a letter, and in the
other an editorial,

Mr. LUDLOW asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp and include an article.
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© Mr. GORE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include a statement by Mr.
Williams.

Mr., FEIGHAN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
RECORD.

Mr. DURHAM asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp and include g letter on OPA.

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin, Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
tomorrow, after disposition of matters
on the Speaker's desk and at the con-
clusion of any special orders heretofore
entered, I may be permitted to address
the House for 20 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

CONSENT CALENDAR

The SPEAKER. This is Consent Cal-
endar day. The Clerk will call the first
bill on the Consent Calendar.

REVISIONS IN THE BOUNDARY OF THE
HOPEWELL VILLAGE NATIONAL HIS-
TORIC SITE, PA.

The Clerk called the first bill (H. R.
3533) to authorize revisions in the
boundary of the Hopewell Village Na-
tional Historic Site, Pa., and for other
Purposes.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Secretary of
the Interior is hereby authorized to with-
draw from the Hopewell Village National
Historic Site, Pa., all or any part of the
lands added to the Hopewell Village National
Historic Site by the act approved June 6,
1942, entitled “An act to authorize the dis-
position of recreational demonstration proj-
ects, and for other purposes,” which in his
opinion are not required for historic-site
purposes. Any lands so withdrawn shall
revert to the status of a recreational demon-
stration area and may be disposed of by the
Becretary of the Interior in accordance with
such act approved June 6, 1942,

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CorE of New
York: Page 2, line 3, strike out all of line
3 and insert “The provisions of the Surplus
Property Act (Public Law 457, 73:1‘1 Cong.).”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

THE ALASKA RAILROAD

The Clerk called the bill (H, R. 4731)
to authorize the Alaska Railroad fo en-
gage in the business of operating ocean-
going vessels,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr, RICH, Mr. KEAN, Mr. COLE of
New York, and Mr. BLAND objected.
THEODORE ROOSEVELT NATIONAL PARK

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4435)
to establish the Theodore Roosevelt Na-
tional Park; to erect a monument in
memory of Theodore Roosevelt in the
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village of Medora, N. Dak.; and for other
Urposes. .

The SPEAKRER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill® be
passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Indi-
ana?

There was no objection.

MARINE BAND

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5641)
to authorize the attendance of the Ma-
rine Band at the national convention of
the United Spanish War Veterans to be
held in Milwaukee, Wis., August 4 to 10,
inclusive, 1946.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the President is
authorized to permit the band of the United
Btates Marine Corps to attend and give con-
certs at the national convention of the
United Spanish War Veterans to be held at
Milwaukee, Wis.,, August 4 to 10, Inclusive,
1946.

Sec. 6. For the purpose of defraying the ¢x-
penses of such band in attending and giving
concerts at such convention, there is au-
thorized to be appropriated the sum of §9,-
408.26, or so much thereof as may be neces-
sary, to carry out the provisions of this act:
Provided, That in addition to transporta-
tion and Pullman accommodations the lead-
ers and members of the Marine Band be al-
lowed not to exceed $6 per day each for addi-
tional living expenses while on duty, and
that the payment of such expenses shall be
in addition to the pay and allowances to
which they would be entitled while serving
their permanent station.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

RAILROAD REORGANIZATIONS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5924)
to enable debtor railroad corporations,
whose properties during a period of 7
years have provided sufficient earnings
to pay fixed charges, to effect a readjust-
ment of their financial structure without
further proceedings under section 77 of
the Bankruptcy Act, as amended.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill.

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that the bill be
passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
New York? ;

There was no objection.

SAN FRANCISCO AND BAY FARM ISLAND
BRIDGE

The Clerk called the resolution (H.
Res. 529) requesting the Secretary of the
Navy and the Secretary of War to ap-
point a joint board to investigate and
report on the need for constructing a
bridge between San Francisco and Bay

Farni Island or a system of dams across
San Francisco Bay.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the resolu-
tion?

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker,
reserving the right to object, I should like
to inquire of the gentleman from Cali-
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fornia if this bill involves any expendi-
ture of Federal funds other than the nec-
essary expenses for making the investi-
gation and study as to the needs of this
bridge and preparing the report.

Mr. WELCH. Mr, Speaker, the best
answer to the question of the gentleman
from New York [Mr. CoLel is the fact
that during the depth of the depression
we have built two world-famous bridges.
The Golden Gate Bridge, which is the
longest single span bridge in the world
was built at a cost of $35,000,000 without
the appropriation of a dollar by the Fed-
eral Government. The San Francisco-
Oakland Bay Bridge was also built during
the depth of the depression at a cost of
over $80,000,000 without a single dollar
of Government funds.

The Golden Gate Bridge was built by
a subdivision of the State of California
created by an act of the State legisla-
ture, known asg the Golden Gate Bridge
and Highway District, all property
within it being security for the bonds
that were issued. The San Francisco-
OQakland Bridge was built pursuant to an
act ‘of the California State Legislature,
authorizing the sale of bonds for that
purpose, It is reliably estimated that the
bridge will be completely paid off within
another T years.

Mr, Speaker, the great seaport city of
San Francisco, which became one of the
world’s greatest ports of embarkation for
the defense of our Nation during the re-
cent war, is so located geographically,
that Federal Government approval is
necessary to construct adequate highway
approaches to it across navigable San
Francisco Bay. It is for this reason that
I introduced House Resolution 529, to es-
tablish a joint Army-Navy board fo in-
vestigate and report on proposals to build
a bridge from San Francisco to Bay Farm
Island on the eastern side of San Fran-
cisco Bay, and to also investigate and re-
port on the feasibility and practicability
of carrying into effect the so-called Reber
Plan, for accomplishing adequate high~
way facilities to the city. Before either
the city of San Francisco or the State of
California undertakes any expenditures
in connection with this important matter,
it is necessary that the Federal Govern-
ment give approval to either construct a
bridge or carry out the Reber plan. This
is the course that was followed in connec-
tion with both the Golden Gate Bridge
and the San Francisco-Oakland Bay
Bridge.

As a member of the board of super-
visors of the city and county of San Fran-
ciseco, I introduced the original resolution
urging the necessary Federal action to
make the Golden Gate Bridge possible.
I was an active leader in subsequent citi-
zens groups and committees which made
possible the preparation of tentative
plans for the bridge, and I introduced the
subsequent resolution in the board of
supervisors requesting the War Depart-
ment to investigate, improve, or correct
these plans and grant authority for the
construction of the Golden Gate Bridge.
The War Department made an exhaus-
tive investigation and granted the neces-
sary authority.

I also took an active leading part in
securing the necessary State legislation
to create the Golden Gate Bridge and
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Highway District. That legislation was
sponsored by Houn. Frank L. Coombs who
served with distinction in this body.
When this was accomplished an election
was held authorizing a bond issue of
$35,000,000 secured by all property within
the district, which made the construction

. of the Golden Gate Bridge a reality.

From its creation to the present time I
have continuously served as a director of
the Golden Gate Bridge and Highway
District.

Likewise, before the San Francisco-
Oakland transbay bridge could be con-
structed it was necessary to secure Fed-
eral Government permission. It was
only after I personally appealed to Presi-
dent Hoover that this permission was
secured. He appointed' the Hoover-
Young Commission, which made exhaus-
tive studies and investigation and then
unanimously approved a plan which led
to the construction of this great struc-
ture. To finance its construction at a
cost of more than $80,000,000, revenue
bonds were sold.

Mr, Speaker, I might say in passing
that both of these world-famous bridges
were built at the depth of the depres-
sion without the appropriation of a single
dollar from Federal funds.

The extreme importance of adequate
highway facilities from San Francisco to
the western or continental side of the
bay is amply attested to by the fact that
during peak hours the traffic is so heavy
on the San Francisco-Oakland Bay
Bridge that automobiles travel almost
bumper to bumper throughout its length.
Steps must be taken at the earliest pos-
sible moment to relieve the heavy traffic
congestion thus entailed and to elimi-
nate the traffic hazards this creates.

Two plans have been proposed. One is
to build either a high-level or a low-
level bridge from the vicinity of Hunters
Point in San Francisco to Bay Farm
Island on the eastern or continental
side of San Francisco Bay. The other is
to carry into effect the Reber plan of a
system of dams and causeways. Either
plan must be of sufficient size to have
several lanes of automobile, bus, and
truck traffic, as well as to provide for
railroad traffic into San Francisco.

The need for this construction is grow-
ing greater with every passing day. It
must be satisfied. It is needless for me
to repeat the importance of this whole
San Francisco Bay area to the defense of
our Nation. Its strategic geographical
location, its wonderful harbor capable of
handling any size or any number of naval
and merchant ships, are too well recog-
nized to reguire any further comment
from me. Likewise, the great number
of Army, Navy, Coast Guard, air sta-
tions, and other Federal Government ac-
tivities reaching out in every direction
from San Francisco, require further
transportation facilities to the continen-
tal side of the bay.

Mr, Speaker, it is of the utmost neces-
sity that the whole problem be thorough-
ly investigated and reported upon to
Congress at the earliest possible date.
House Resolution 529, which I have in-
troduced, is the first requisite step to se-
cure that investigation and report.

Mr, COLE of New York. Then it is
the gentleman’s opinion that based on
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past experience the city of San Francisco
and the State of California are able to
build their own bridges without help
from the Federal Government?

Mr. WELCH. Yes; it is my opinion.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the resolu-
tion?

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the resolution, as follows:

Whereas the city of S8an Francisco, its bay,
and the territory adjacent thereto are of the
highest strategic importance to any ade-
guate defense of the entire Pacific coast; and

Whereas in recognition of this importance
there have been located in or near the city
of San Francisco the Presidio Milltary Reser-
vation, Fort Winfleld Scott, Fort Mason, the
Army Tra Docks, the United States
Risdon Naval Plant, the United States Naval
Base at Hunters Point, Mare Island Navy
Yard, Oakland Naval Air Base, Oakland Naval
Supply Base, the United States Army Moffett
Alr Field, Fort Barry, Fort Baker, the United
States Bombardment Base, and many other
military and naval establishments in the San
Francisco Bay area; and

Whereas the lessons of the recent war have
demonstrated the necessity of adequate high-
ways between national defense activities; and

Whereas the natural development of the
great international seaport of San Francisco
makes it imperative that additional highway
and rallroad facilities be made available; and

Whereas the San Francisco-Oakland Bay
Bridge constitutes the only direct approach
by highway to Ban Francisco from the Oak-
land-Alameda side of the bay: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Secretary of War and
the Becretary of the Navy are requested to
review their report submitted to Congress
in response to House Resolution 158, Seventy-
seventh Congress, first session, for the purpose
of investigating and reporting upon the need
and feasibility, from the standpoint of the
national defense and the development of
peacetime economy, of constructing a bridge
from San Francisco to Bay Farm Island, or
a system of dams across Ban Francisco Bay
as provided for in the so-called Reber plan,
and to be forwarded to the Congress as soon
as practicable by the Secretary of War and
the Becretary of the Navy, who are further
requested to transmit therewith their recom-~
mendations In the premises

The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

REIMBURSING CERTAIN NAVY
PERSONNEL

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1492) to
reimburse certain Navy personnel and
former Navy personnel for personal prop-
erty lost or damaged as the result of a
fire in building No. 141 at the United
States naval repair base, San Diego,
Calif., on May 1, 1945.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such
sum or sums, amounting in the aggregate
not to exceed $22,434.28, as may be required
by the Secretary of the Navy to reimburse,
under such regulations as he may prescribe,
certain Navy personnel and former Navy per-
sonnel for the value of personal property lost
or damaged as the result of a fire in bulld-
ing No. 141 at the United States naval re-
pair base, S8an Diego, Calif., on May 1, 1845:
Provided, That no part of the amount ap-
propriated In this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be paid or delivered to or re-
ceived bv anv agent or attorney on account
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of services rendered In connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

REIMBURSING CERTAIN NAVY AND
MARINE CORPS PERSONNEL

The Clerk called the bill (8. 1363) to
reimburse certain Navy and Marine
Corps personnel and former Navy and
Marine Corps personnel for personal
property lost or destroyed as the result
of water damage occurring at certain
naval and Marine Corps shore activities.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
such sum or sums, amounting in the aggre-
gate not to exceed $1,681.44 as may be re-
guired by the Secretary of the Navy to re-
imburse, under such regulations as he may
prescribe, certain Navy and Marine Corps per-
sonnel and former Navy and Marine Corps
personnel for personal property lost or de-
stroyed as the result of water damage cceur-
ring in the baggage room, main bachelor offi-
cers’ quarters, Marine Corps air station,
Cherry Point, N. C, on February 20, 1944;
and as the result of the destruction of com-
manding officers’ quarters, amphibious train-
ing base, Okracoke, N. C., on September 14,
1944: Provided, That no part of the amount
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per-
cent thereof shall be pald or delivered to or
received by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered fo be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was ldid on
the table.

SHASTA NATIONAL FOREST, CALIF.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2854)
to add certain public and other lands to
the Shasta National Forest, Calif.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That subject to any
valid claim or entry now existing and here-
after legally maintained, and for the pur-
poses of protecting, improving, and utilizing
their forests, watershed, recreational and
other resources, all lands of the United States
within the following-described areas are
hereby added to and made parts of the Shasta
National Forest and hereafter shall be sub-
ject to all laws and regulations applicable
to the national forests: Section 31, township
36 north, range 3 west; sections 7 to 36, in-
clusive, township 86 north, range ¢ west; sec-
tions 11 to 16, inclusive, 20 to 29, inclusive,
83 to 36, inclusive, township 36 north, range
5 west; sections 5 to 9, inclusive, 18 to 21,
inclusive, 29 to 32, inclusive, township 35
north, range 3 west; all township 35 north,
range 4 west; sections 1 to 4, inclusive, 9 to
17, inclusive, 20 to 29, inclusive, 31, 33 to 36,
inclusive, township 35 north, range 5 west;
sections 35, 36, township 356 north, range 6
west; sections 26 to 34, inclusive, township
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34 north, range 2 west; sections 5 to 11, in-
clusive, 13 to 36, inclusive, township 34 north,
range 3 west; all township 384 north, range 4
west; all township 34 north, range 5 west;
sections 1, 2, 3, 10 to 14, inclusive, 23 to 36,
inclusive, 35, 36, township 34 north, range 6
west; sections 4 to 7, inclusive, township 33
north, range 2 west; sections 1 to 17, inclu-
sive, township 33 north, range 3 west; sec-
tions 1 to 12, inclusive, township 33 north,
range 4 west; sections 1 to 18, inclusive,
township 383 north, range 5 west; sections 1
to 4, inclusive, 9 to 14, inclusive, township
33 north, range 6 west; all Mount Diablo base
and meridian: Provided, That lands within
the flow lines of reservoirs operated or main-
tained as parts of the Central Valley reclama-
tion project or otherwise occupied and used
for the operation of said project shall con-
tinue to be administered by the Bureau of
Reclamation of the Department of the Inte-
rior. '

Sec. 2. The provisions of the Forest Ex-
change Act of March 20, 1922, as amended
(42 Stat. 465; U. B. C., title 16, secs. 485,
486) , are hereby made applicable to the areas
described herein.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table,

BOULDER CITY CEMETERY ASSOCIATION

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3966)
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to convey certain lands situated in Clark
County, Nev., to the Boulder City Ceme-
tery Association for cemetery purposes.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized
to convey to the Boulder City Cemetery As-
sociation, a rural cemetery association incor-
porated pursuant to the laws of the State of
Nevada, for cemetery purposes, upon such
terms and conditions as he may prescribe
and subject to such rules and regulations for
the protection of property and interests of
the United States of America and for the
preservation of the public health, safety, and
welfare in Boulder-City, Nev., and vicinity, as
may thereafter be promulgated by him or
pursuant to his authority, all right, title, and
interest of the United States of America in
and to certain lands in Clark County, State
of Nevada, heretofore withdrawn for recla-
mation purposes, described as follows:

The east half of the southwest quarter of
the northwest quarter of the northwest quar-
ter of the southwest quarter, the southeast
quarter of the norhwest quarter of the north-
west gquarter of the southwest quarter, the
west half of the southwest quarter of the
northeast quarter of the northwest quarter
of the southwest quarter, the east half of the
northwest quarter of the southwest quarter
of the northwest quarter of the southwest
quarter, the northeast quarter of the south-
west quarter of the northwest quarter of the
southwest quarter, and the west half of the
northwest quarter of the southeast quarter
of the northwest quarter of the southwest
quarter, section 10, township 23 south, range
64 east, Mount Diablo base and meridian,
Nevada, consisting of 10 acres, more or less,
by deed reserving a right-of-way thereon for
the construetion, operation, and maintenance
of eléctric transmission lines and telephone
lines constructed by the authority of the
United States or under permit from the Sec-
retary of the Interior: Provided, That title
to all of said lands shall revert to the United
States in any of the following events: (a) If
any portion of sald lands shall cease to be
used and maintained for cemetery purposes;
(b) if any portion of said lands shall be used
for any purpose other than cemetery pur-
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poses: or (c¢) if saild association shall violate
any of the rules or regulations hereafter
promulgated by the Secretary of the Interior
pursuant to this act and if the Secrecary,
whose decision shall be final, shall determine
in writing that as a result of such violation
the interests of the United States require a
reverter of said lands; a reverter resulting
from any of the aforesaid events shall become
effective upon the fililng for record by the
Secretary with the recorder of Clark County,
State of Nevada, of a declaration that a re-
verter has occurred for reasons therein stated
and upen the service of a copy thereof upon
the association by regular mail addressed to
it at its last known address,

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 2, line 25, strike out “all” and insert
“such.” J

Page 3, line 1, after the word “lands”, in-
sert ““as should in the judgment of the Sec-
retary so revert."”

The commitiee amendments - were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table. ;

DECATUR COUNTY, IND.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3988)
for the relief of Decatur County, in the
State of Indiana.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be il enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the
Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and
directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum
of $7,606.82 to the county treasurer, or other
proper officer of the county of Decatur, in the
State of Indiana, in full settlement of all
claims against the United States arising out
of the construction of emergency pipe lines
within and across said Decatur County, in the
State of Indiana, during the winter and early
spring in the year 1943, and the resulting
damage to public highways in sald county by
reason thereof: Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess of
10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered
to or received by any agent or attorney on
account of services rendered in connection
with this claim, and the same shall be un-
lawful, any contract to the contrary notwith-
standing. Any person violating the provi-
sions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a
misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding _
$1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

COTTON MAREKETING QUOTAS

The Clerk called the joint resolution
(H. J. Res. 336) relating to cotton mar-
keting quotas under the Agricultural Ad-
justment Act of 1938, as amended.

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that the joint
resolution be passed over without preju-
dice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

FORT PECK PROJECT, MONTANA

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1111)
for the aequisition of Indian lands re-
quired in connection with the construc-
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tion, operation, and maintenance of elec-
tric transmission lines and other works,
Fort Peck project, Montana.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that a similar Senate
bill, 8. 486, be considered in lieu of the
House bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from In-
diana?

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the Senate bill, as follows:

Be il enacted, etc.,, That in aid of the con-
struction of the Fort Peck project, there is
hereby granted to the United States, subject
to the provisions of this act, such right, title,
and interest of the Indians as may be re-
quired in and to such tribal and allotted
lands as may be designated by the Secretary
of the Interior from time to time for the
construction, operation, and maintenance of
electric transmission lines and other works
of the project or for the relocation or recon-
struction of properties made necessary by the
construction of the project.

Sec. 2. As lands or interests in lands are
designated from time to time under this
act, the Secretary of the Interior shall deter-
mine the amount of money to be paid to
the Indians as just and equitable compensa-
tion therefor. The amounts due the tribe
and the individual allottees or their heirs
or devisees shall be paid from funds now or
hereafter made available to the Department
of the Interior for the Fort Peck project to
the superintendent of the appropriate Indian
agency, or such other officer as may be desig-
nated by the Secrtary of the Interior, for
credit on the books of such agency to the
accounts of the tribe and the individuals
concerned.

Sec. 3. Punds deposited to the credit of
allottees, their heirs, or devisees may be used,
in the discretion of the Secretary of the In-
terior, for the acquisition of other lands and
improvements, or the relocation of existing
improvements or construction of new Im-
provements on the lands so acquired for the
allottees or heirs whose lands and improve-
ments are acquired under the provisions of
this act. Lands so acquired shall be held in
the same status as those from which the
funds were derived, and shall be nontaxable
until otherwise provided by Congress.

Sec. 4. The Secretary of the Interior is
hereby authorized to perform any and all
acts and to prescribe such regulations as he
may deem appropriate to carry out the pro-
visions of this act.

Sec. 5. All designations of Indian lands
pursuant to this act shall be made subject to
the condition that in the event any such
lands shall no longer be required for the
purposes for which they were designated,
then the right, title, or interest so acquired
in lands so designated shall revert to the
United States in trust for the Fort Peck In-
dian Tribes,

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion fo reconsider was
laid on the table.

A similar House bill (H. R. 1111) was
laid on the table.

MIDDLE RIO GRANDE CONSERVANCY
DISTRICT OF NEW MEXICO

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2119)
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to contract with the Middle Rio Grande
Conservancy District of New Mexico for
the payment of operation and mainte-
nané:se charges on certain Pueblo Indian
lands.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that a similar Senate
bill, 8. 718, be considered in lieu of the
House bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from In-
diana?

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the Senate bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That the provisions of
the act of August 27, 1935 (49 Stat. 887), as
amended by section 5 of the act of June 20,
1838 (52 Stat. 779), authorizing the Secretary
of the Interior to provide by agreement with
the Middle Rio Grande Conservancy District,
a subdivision of the State of New Mexico, for
the payment of operation and maintenance
charges on newly reclaimed Pueblo Indian
lands and lands purchased by the United
States by virtue of the act of June 7, 1924
(43 Stat. 626), as amended, for certain Pueblo
Indians, are hereby extended for an addi-
tlonal period of 10 years to 1855.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

A similar House bill (H. R. 2119) was
laid on the table.

AUTHORIZING ADJUSTMENT OF INDIAN
DEBTS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2231) to
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
adjust debts of individual Indians, asso-
ciations of Indians, or Indian tribes, and
for other purposes.

Mr. EEAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the bill be passed over
without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
Jersey?

There was no objection.

INDIAN IRRIGATION PROJECTS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 245T)
to authorize adjustments of irrigation
charges in certain land exchanges within
Indian irrigation projects.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Interior is authorized, In effecting ex-
changes between Indians and non-Indians
of irrigable lands within Indian frrigation
projects where any such exchanged lands are
subject to liens covering unpaid irrigation
costs, to transfer liens between the exchanged
lands in such manner and in such amounts
as he may deem appropriate: Provided, That
such transfers shall not reduce the total
amount of the unpald irrigation costs agalnst
the exchanged lands.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion o re-
consider was laid on the table.

UINTAH INDIAN IRRIGATION PROJECT,
UTAH

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2637)
to cancel drainage charges against cer-
tain lands within the Uintah Indian irri-
gation project, Utah.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the action of the
Secretary of the Interior by order dated
October 15, 1943, taken pursuant to the au=
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thority contained in the Act of June 22,
1036 (40 Stat. 1803), in canceling $23,090.62
of irrigation drainage charges due the United
States against 8,120.05 acres of non-Indian-
owned land within the Uintah irrigation
project, Utah, is hereby approved, and the
Secretary of the Interior is directed to take
any necessary action to remove from the
records the landowners' obligations so can-
celed.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

FREE HIGHWAY BRIDGE ACROSS MIS-
SOURI RIVER, FRAZER, MONT.

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1601) to
revive and reenact the act entitled “An
act granting the consent of Congress to
the counties of Valley and McCone,
Mont., to construct, maintain, and oper-
ate a free highway bridge across the
Missouri River at or near Frazer, Mont,”
approved August 5, 1939,

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the act approved
August 5, 1939, granting the consent of Con-
gress to the counties of Valley and McCone,
Mont., to construct, maintain, and operate a
bridge and approaches thereto across the Mis-
souri River, at or near Frazer, Mont., be, and
is hereby, revived and reenacted: Provided,
That this act shall be null and void unless
the actual construction of the bridge herein
referred to be commenced within 1 year and
completed within 3 years after the date of
the termination of the unlimited natienal
emergency proclaimed by the President on
May 27, 1941.

Bec. 2, The right to alter, amend, or re-
peal this act Is hereby expressly reserved.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

NORFOLK & WESTERN RAILWAY CO.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5187)
granting the consent of Congress to the
Norfolk & Western Railway Co. to
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge
across New River near Radford, Mont-
gomery County, Va.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the consent of
Congress is hereby granted to the Norfolk
& Western Railway Co., a corporation or-
ganized under the laws of the State of Vir-
ginia, its successors and assigns, to construct,
maintain, and operate a railroad bridge and
approaches thereto across New River at a
point suitable to the interests of navigation
near Radford, Montgomery County, Va., in
accordance with the provisions of the act
entitled “An act to regulate the construction
of bridges over navigable waters,” approved
March 23, 1906, and subject to the conditions
and limitations contained in this act.

Bec. 2. The right to sell, assign, transfer,
and mortgage all the rights, powers, and
privileges conferred by this act is hereby
granted to the Norfolk & Western Rallway
Co., its successors and assigns, and any cor-
poration to which such rights, powers, and
privileges may be sold, assigned, or trans-
ferred, or which shall acquire the same by
mortgage foreclosure or otherwise, is hereby
authorized to exercise the same as fully as
though conferred herein directly upon such
corporation.

Bec. 3. The right to alter, amend, or repeal
this act is hereby expressly reserved.
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

FREE HIGHWAY BRIDGE ACROSS
MONONGAHELA RIVER, ALLEGHENY
COUNTY, PA.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 535T7)
granting the consent of Congress to the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a free
highway bridge across the Monongahela
River, at a point between the boroughs
of Elizabeth, in Elizabeth Township, and
West Elizabeth, in Jefferson Township,
in the county of Allegheny, and in the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etfc., That the consent of
Congress is hereby granted to the Common=-
wealth of Pennsylvania to construct, main-
tain, and operate a free highway bridge, and
approaches thereto, across the Monongahela
River, at a point suitable to the interests of
navigation, between the boroughs of Eliza-
beth, in Elizebeth Township, and West Eliza-
beth, in Jefferson Township, in the county
of Allegheny, and in the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, in accordance with the provi-
sions of the act entitled “An act to regulate
the construction of bridges over navigable
waters,” approved March 23, 1908,

Sec. 2, The right to alter, amend, or repeal
this act is hereby expressly reserved.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

FREE HIGHWAY BRIDGE ACROSS THE
MONONGAHELA RIVER

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5387)
to provide for the construction of a
bridge across the Monongahela River.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of the
Congress Is hereby granted to the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania to construct, main-
tain, and operate a free highway bridge, and
approaches thereto, across the Monongahela
River, at a point suitable to the interests of
navigation, between the boroughs of Belle
Vernon, in Washington Township, Fayette
County, and Speers, in Fallowfield Township,
Washington County, and in the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania, in accordance with
the provisions of the act entitled “An act to
regulate the construction of bridges over
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906.

SEC. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal
this act is hereby expressly reserved.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
“An act granting the consent of Congress
to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
to construct, maintain, and operate a free
highway bridge across the Monongahela
River between the Borough of Belle Ver-
non, Fayette County, Pa., and the Bor-
ough of Speers, Washington County, Pa.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BRIDGE BETWEEN
PLYMOUTH AND HANOVER

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5403)
to revive and reenact the act entitled
“An act granting the consent of Congress
to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to
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construct, maintain, and operate a free
highway bridge across the Susquehanna
River at Bridge Street in Plymouth Bor-
ough, between Plymouth and Hanover
Townships, in the county of Luzerne, and
in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania."”

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be passed
over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from In-
diana? i

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. Speaker, reserv-
ing the right to object, can the gentle-
man tell me why he makes that request?

Mr. MADDEN. I have not had time
to investigate the bill.

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. Speaker, T ob-
ject.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. MADDEN and Mr. MURPHY ob-
jected.

OHIO RIVER BRIDGE AT SHAWNEETOWN,
ILL.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5444)
to revive and reenact and amend the act
entitled “An act authorizing the county
of Gallatin, State of Illinois, its suc-
cessors and assigns, to construct, main-
tain, and operate a bridge across the
Ohio River at or near the city of Shaw-
neetown, Gallatin County, Ill., to a point
opposite thereto in the county of Union,
State of Kentucky,” approved July 18,
1939,

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the act approved
July 18, 1939 (heretofore extended by an act
of Congress approved July 2, 1940), authoriz-
ing the county of Gallatin, in the State of
Illinois, its successors and assigns, to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge and
approaches thereto across the Ohio River,
at or near Shawneetown, Gallatin County,
Ill., is hereby revived and reenacted: Pro-
vided, That this act shall be null and void
unless the actual construction of the bridge
herein referred to be commenced within 1
year and completed within 3 years from the
date of approval hereof,

Sec. 2. Section 2 of such act of July 18,
1839, as revived and reenacted, is amended
to read as follows:

“Sec. 2, There is hereby conferred upon the
county of Gallatin, in the State of Illinois,
its successors and assigns, all such rights and
powers to enter upon lands and to acquire,
condemn, occupy, possess, and use real estate
and other property needed for the loecation,
construction, maintenance, and operation of
such bridge and its approaches, as are pos-
sessed by railroad corporations for railroad
purposes or by bridge corporations for bridge
purposes in the State In which such real
estate or other property is situated, upon
making just compensation therefor, to be
ascertained and paid according to the laws
of such State, and the proceedings therefor
shall be the same as in the condemnation or
expropriation of property for public purposes

in such State.”

Sec. 8. The right to alter, amend, or re-
peal this act is hereby expressly reserved.

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I offer an amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CoLE of New
York: Insert a new section after section 2:

“SEc. 8. Section 3 of such act as revived and
reenacted is amended by inserting the fol-
lowing sentence at the end thereof: ‘No toll
or other charge shall be levied against any
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employee, civil or military, or any vehicle or
conveyance of the United States Government
for the use of such bridge in the perform-
ance of official duties,'"

Renumber “section 3" ‘“section 4.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

AUTHORIZING ATTENDANCE OF MARINE
BAND AT AMERICAN LEGION CONVEN-
TION

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5929)
to authorize the attendance of the
Marine Band at the department conven-
tion of the American Legion to be held
in Racine, Wis., August 3, 1946.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the President is
authorized to permit the band of the United
States Marine Corps to attend and give con-
certs at the department convention of the
American Legion to be held at Racine, Wis.,,
on August 3, 1946, in conjunction with its
trip to Milwaukee, Wis., where it is author-
ized to attend the national convention of the
United Spanish War Veterans,

Sec. 2. For the purpose of defraying the
expenses of such band in attending and giv-
ing concerts at such convention, there iz
hereby authorized to be appropriated the
sum of $578, or so much thereof as may be
necessary, to carry out the provisions of this
act: Provided, That in addition to transpor-
tatlon and pullman accommodations the
leaders and members of the Marine Band be
allowed not to exceed $8 per day each for
additional living expenses while on duty,
and that the payment of such expenses ghall
be in addition to the pay and allowances to
which they would be entitled while serving
their permanent station.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

AMENDING HOUSING ACT

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5796)
to amend title II of the act entitled “An
act to expedite the provision of housing
in connection with national defense, and
for other purposes,” approved October
14, 1940, as amended, to permit the mak-
ing of contributions, during the fiseal
year ending June 30, 1947, for the main-
tenance and operation of certain school
facilities, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. EEAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the
right to object, will the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Lanaam] tell us how much
this will cost?

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I shall
be glad to make an explanation with ref-
erence to,this bill, and also to explain
the necessity for its prompt enactment.
The so-called Lanham Act eXpires with
this fiscal year. It was a war emergency
act. ;

Throughout the country there are a
number of schools where there are a
great many in-migrant war workers, and
where various governmental plants have
been established and lands purchased
have been taken off the tax rolls by rea-
son of governmental activities. A very
heavy burden has been imposed by the
Federal Government upon a number of
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these schools. The purpose of this meas-
ure is to permit those schools to have,
not from the standpoint of construction
but from the standpoint of maintenance
and operation, some Federal aid during
this coming fiscal year. The urgency for
the enactment is that contracts with
teachers are made well in advance of
the succeeding school year, and for that
reason this bill should be enacted as
promptly as possible.-

With reference to the amount of money
that will be required, I am glad to state
it is thought that the money on hand
will be sufficient for the purpose. If any
additional appropriation is required, it
would be necessary for the administra-
tive authorities to come to the Commit-
tee on Appropriations. Ihave an amend-
ment which I shall offer which will re-
quire them to go before the Committee
on Appropriations.

1 may say in this connection that all
the Federal Government does in this re-
gard in these particular congested areas
is to meet the deficit that the school may
incur. Many of the States have increased
the amount to be paid to these schools,
so that it is impossible to determine the
deficit in advance. A number of the leg-
islatures will meet in the coming Janu-
ary, whose action will likely mean a mini-
mizing of the amount of Federal par-
ticipation, but it is thought by the au-
thorities that the money on hand devoted
to this purpose will likely be sufficient.

Mr. KEAN. The school year will start
next September, which is more than a
vear after the end of the war. Does the
gentleman feel this will be the last time
we will be called upon to make this type
of appropriation?

Mr. LANHAM. Absolutely., The com-
mittee took a very firm stand in that re-
gard, because by that time there should
be no further necessity. But there is
very urgent necessity for it now in a
great many places in this country. It
affects a great many States. I know of
no measure in which more Members of
Congress are personally interested than
this. It is fortunate that we have prac-
tically all of the necessary money al-
ready appropriated to carry out this
purpose.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. KEAN. I yield.

Mr. CURTIS. In support of what the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Lanaam] has
said, I have in mind one city in my dis-
trict that has practically doubled in
population, and it has sent several hun-
dred children to the public school. Those
people live in a housing property that is
owned by the Government. Conse-
quently, they contribute no taxes. Yet
they have sent hundreds of children to
school. In fact, the superintendent of
schools informed me that something over
40 States have sent transfers to their

schools. It is a measure that I believe
has much merit.
Mr. LANHAM. It is to meet situations

of that character that this bill is de-
signed.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. KEAN., I yield.
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Mr. DONDERO. I want tu confirm
everything the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Lanaam] has said, and to say that I
do not know of an area in the United
States where what he has said applies
more firmly than in the city of Detroit
and its environs, where that congestion
still exists because of the war.

Mr. LANHAM. That is true, and in
several other places in the State of Mich-
igan. I have a list of those places in the
various States which have been helped
during this year. It is hoped that some
of them will not require aid in the year
to come, but there are many that will re-
quire it. It is a burden which the Fed-
eral Government has imposed upon these
localities. Consequently, the Federal
Government should meet that additional
expense. There is no construction in-
volved. It is simply to provide addi-
tional necessary teachers that these
schools must have for the instruction of
the children of these in-migrant workers
and other war workers in established
military camps where this work must be
carried on.

Mr. CHELPF. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. KEAN. I yield.

Mr. CHELF. Will this bill apply to
towns near large centers, such as Fort
Enox? :

Mr. LANHAM. It does.

Mr. CHELF. We have several towns
where the school population has in-
creased over over 120 percent.

Mr. LANHAM. It does apply fo those
which are now being helped under this
act.

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. KEAN. I yield:

Mr. CARNAHAN. I notice a section of
the bill has now been deleted.

Mr. LANHAM. Yes. I know the sec-
tion to which the gentleman refers. The
deletion of that section is not to pre-
vent this aid where such aid has been
given and where these camps were es-
tablished, but to prevent this War Emer-
gency Act taking over new camps that
the Army may establish. Those new
camps will be the responsibility of the
Army and not the responsibility of the
Congress under this particular emer-
gency legislation,

Mr. CARNAHAN. Any school that has

: received aid will receive aid under this

bill?

Mr. LANHAM. That is true if the cir-
cumstances warrant.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That title I1 of the act
entitled “An act to expedite the provision of
housing in connection with national defense,
and for other purposes,” approved October
14, 1940, as amended, is amended by adding
at the end thereof the following section:

“Sec, 205, In order to enable school au-
thorities that are still overburdened with
war-incurred school enrollments to meet
their needs during the transition from war
to peacetime conditions, the Federal Works
Administrator is authorized to continue to
make, during the fiscal year ending June 30,
1947, contributions for the operation and
maintenance of school facilities to (a) local
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school agencies requlring assistance that have
received during the fiscal year ending June
30, 1946, contributions under this act for
the maintenance and operation of their
school facilities: (b) local school agen-
cies requiring assistance that may be subject
to a loss of tax revenues because of the
acquisition or ownership of land by the
United States; and (c) local school agencies
that provide school services for children resid-
ing in Federal reservations, forts, bases,
camps, depots, and other Federal installa-
tions. Contributions under this section may
be made without regard to sections 202 and
301 of this act and to the provisions in any
appropriation act heretofore enacted appro-
priating funds to carry out the functions
vested in the Federal Works Administrator by
title II and title III of this act which may
conflict with the purpose of this section,
and such contributions may be made not-
withstanding the declaration by the President
that any existing emergency has ceased
exist.” :

With the following commitiee amend-
ments:

Page 2, line 10, after the colon, insert
the word “and.”

Page 2, line 18, after the word “States”.
strike out the semicolon and the bhalance of
line 13, all of lines 14 and 15, and the word
“installations” in line 186.

The committee amendments were
agreed to. ;

Mr,. LANHAM. Mr, Speaker, I offer an
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. LanEAM:
Page 2, line 24, after the quotation marks,
add the following sentence: “Appropriations
and existing appropriations heretofore au-
thorized to carry out the purposes of titles IT
and III of this act are hereby authorized to
carry out the purposes of this section.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Speaker, H. R, 5796 recognizes the prac-
tical situation that exists on a few mili-
tary installations and other points in
the country where defense plants created
a school population far in excess of the
normal responsibility of a local commun-
ity and where there are no local school
revenues to provide needed school facili-
ties for children of families brought to
these places by the war.

I have observed the operation of the
wartime facilities in some of these places
and have been impressed by the interest
of the people in the schools, the parents,
the pupils and the teachers. It is defi-
nitely in the interest of good government
and the responsibility of the Federal
Government that this legislation should
be approved. I commend the action of
the chairman of the Committee on Pub-
lic Buildings and Grounds for bringing
the bill before us at this time.

BEACH EROSION

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2033)
authorizing Federal participation in the
cost of protecting the shores of publicly
owned property.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I see no good reason why the Federal
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Government should be called upon to
contribute even in part to protective
measures against the erosion of coastal
chorelines of properties owned by States
and municipalities. I therefore object.

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard.
This is the last eligible bill on the cal-
endar.

DISPOSAL OF SURPLUS GOVERNMENT
PROPERTY

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill (S.
1414) to assist in soil-conservation and
water-conservation work, forest fire pre-
vention and suppression, and forest im-
provement by making certain surplus ma-
terials, equibment, and supplies avail-
able for such work, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, this is a most
important bill because it has to do with
the whole surplus property set-up. I be-
lieve the membership ought to be here to
consider it and therefore make the point
of order that no quorum is present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently no quorum
is present.

Mr. LYLE. Mr. Speaker, I move a call
of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their
names:

[Roll No. 84]
Andresen, Fisher O'Neal
August H., Fogarty Outland

Andrews, N. Y. Fulton Patrick
Arends Gathings Peterson; Fla.
Bailey Gerlach Peterson, Ga.
Baldwin, Md. Gibson Powell
Baldwin, N. Y. Graham Rains
Barry Hagen Reece, Tenn,
Bishop Hancock Reed, N. Y.
Boykin Hart Roe,N. Y.
Buckley Hébert Sadowskl
Bulwinkle Heffernan Shafer
Bunker Henry Sheppard
Byrne, N. Y. Izac Sikes
Carlson Keefe Simpson, Pa.
Celler Kefauver Slaughter
Cochran LaFollette Stigler
Cole, Eans, Larcade Sumner, T11.
Colmer Lea Sumners, Tex.
Cox Lynch Sundstrom
Curley McGlinchey Weaver
Dawson McKenzie Welch

* Douglas, Ill, McMillen, Ill. Wilson
Eaton Mansfield, Tex, Winter
Fellows Neely
Fernandez Norton

The SPEAKER. On this roll call, 357
Members have answered to their names,
a quorum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
cedings under the call were dispensed.

DISPOSAL OF SURPLUS GOVERNMENT
PROPERTY

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re-
port the bill.

The Clerk read the bill, S, 1414, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That sectlon 13 of the
Surplus Property Act of 1944, as amended
(U. 8. C., 1940 ed., Sup. IV, title 50 App., sec.
1622), is amended by adding at the end
thereof the following new subsection:

“(g) (1) The following materials, equip-
ment (excluding any equipment which is
suitable for use in the construction of
homes by Federal agencies), and supplies
shall be distributed as provided in paragraph
(2) by grant or loan to States and their
political subdivisions and public instru-
mentalities:
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“(A) Materials, equipment, and supplies
suitable for use in carrying out erosion and
soll and water conservation works and op-
erations in furtherance of the act approved
April 27, 1935, entitled ‘An act to provide for
the protection of land resources against soil
erosion, and for other purposes’;

“{B) Equipment suitable for use by State
highway departments; and

*“(C) Equipment suitable for use by polit-
ical subdivisions . and instrumentalities of
States for grading, drainage, reforestation,
tunnel, airfield, highway, sewer, street and
sidewalk pavement construction, or repair
purposes,

“(2) The distribution of equipment, ma-
terials, or supplies under this subsection
shall be made in accordance with such
standards, conditions, rules, and regulations
as to use and disposition as are established
by the Secretary of Agriculture, with the ap-
proval of the chairman of the board of di-
rectors of the War Asssets Administration
or its successors, or by the officer, employee,
or agency of the United States exercising the
funetions in respect to surplus property

transferred to the Chairman by Executive -

Order 9689 entitled ‘Consoclidation of Surplus
Property Functions’, dated January 31, 1946
(Pederal Register, vol. 11, p. 1265). Such
rules and regulations shall contain provi-
slons requiring any applicant for any ma-
terials, equipment, or supplies to prove to
the satisfaction of the Secretary of Agri-
culture (or the officer, employee, or agency
exercising the functions in respect of such
surplus property) that it has an actual and
legitimate need for such materials, equip-
ment, or supplies. Provided, That such sur-
plus prcperties so disposed by loan or grant
to States and their political subdivisions and
instrumentalities shall not be loaned or sold
for private use.

The SPEAKER. Is a
manded?

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a
second.

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman
from Kansas opposed to the bill?

Mr. HOFE. No; I am not, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, I demand
a second.

The SPFEAKER. Isthe gent.leman op-
posed to the bill?

Mr. CHURCH. I am, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, a par-
liamentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. HOFFMAN. I thought the gen-
tleman on the majority side was entitled
to demand a second.

The SPEAKER. If anyone on the
{nipfrity claims the right, he is entitled

0 1T.

Mr. POAGE. Mr, Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that a second be con-
sidered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Texas?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Texas is recognized for 20 minutes and
the gentleman from Illinois is recognized
for 20 minutes.

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 3 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is the outgrowth
of the views of many groups on the im-
portant problem of use of surplus soil-
conserving equipment. Almost 4 years
ago I introduced the first bill to make
surplus equipment of this kind available
for soil-conservation work by publis

second de-
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agencies. Several other Members intro-
duced similar measures, but no direct
test of sentiment on the legislation was
ever had, except that this House did in
September 1944 turn down an amend-
ment to the Surplus Property Act which
would have enabled soil-conservation
districts to use some of this equipment.
At that time the majority of the House
evidently believed that it would be pos-
sible to sell this and other surplus prop-
erty fairly, equitably, and to the mutual
advantage of the Government and the
public. I did not so believe. I predicted
then that the surplus property bill un-
der which we are now operating would
lead to rank discriminations, loss to the
Government, and a multitude of charges
of, if not outright, dishonesty. I voted
against that bill. I believe that the ex-
perience of the past 2 years shows con-
clusively that that bill was a mistake—
at least that it needs a number of far-
reachingsamendments and certainly one
of those amendments should be provi-
sion for the use of this property by pub-
lic agencies which need it.

I had singled out the soil-conservation
districts and had offered a bill, H. R. 538,
on the first day of Congress, January 3,
1945. This bill involved only soil-con-
serving machinery and made it available
for yse through the Department of Agri-
culture to soil-conservation distriets. I
picked these districts because, as I see it,
they stand in a unique position. They
cannot levy taxes. They cannot buy this
or any other equipment, but they are
agencies of the Government. We appro-
priate millions of dollars to carry out
this work. This machinery would mul-
tiply the efficiency of this many, many
times over, I felt, and I still feel, that
we would be thoroughly justified in re-
stricting the use of this equipment to
such districts.

The Senate agreed with this view, and
in September 1945, some 3 months after
our own Committee on Agriculture had
favorably reported H. R. 538, and after
it had been before the Rules Committee -
for months, S. 1414 was introduced in
the Senate. This bill is substantially the
same as H. R. 538. The Senate acted and
passed the bill in November 1945. Still
the Rules Committee refused a rule for
H. R. 538.

I think it is fair to say that certain
members of the Rules Committee felt that
we should include many agencies of Gov-
ernment other than soil conservation dis-
tricts. There are also certain influential
groups outside of the Congress who do not
want the Soil Conservation Service to ex-
pand its work. They opposed the plan
to let the districts use this equipment.
Then there always have been and still
are those who believe that all surplus
property should be sold to private dealers
for private gains so that the Government
would get some cash regardless of the
use to which the property is to be put.

On the other hand, the governors of
47 of the 48 States are on record as ap-
proving the plan of disposition favored
by the Senate and approved by the House
Committee on Agriculture. This plan
has, however, been held up in the Rules
Committee of this House since last June.
If we are to get any bill, if we are to
put any of this equipment to use hefore
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it rusts out or falls in the hands of spec-
ulators, we must act now. The amend-
ment I have offered this afternoon is
frankly not my handiwork. I would pre-
fer to pass the bill as the Senate passed
and as I originally introduced it, but this
amendment was written by the Rules
Committee. I understand members of
that committee will support this proposal.
It is far better than no action. If is all
the action we can get. I hope that the
friends of soil conservation will support
the motion.

I have no quarrel with those who want
to realize the greatest amount possible
for the Government out of this property.
I believe that the tremendous values
which we may add to our soils far out-
weigh any benefit that we could get by
continuing the sale of this equipment to
speculators.

The equipment affected by this legis-
lation is confined entirely to that type of
equipment which is suitable for moving
dirt. That is soil-conservation equip-
ment or dirt-moving equipment, the kind
that is used in heavy construction; the
kind of equipment that the ordinary
individual does not buy. This bill relates
only to that type of heavy equipment, not
to the general ordinary consumer goods
but to that type of heavy equipment so
desperately needed for soil-conservation
work, for the building of highways,
roads, and that sort of thing.

The original bill related to its use only
by soil-conservation districts. The
amendment, you will observe, extends
that use not only to the soil-conservation
districts but also to State highway de-
partments, to cities, towns, to counties
and other political subdivisions for pub-
lic use; and the language of the bill
clearly states that the equipment must
be used for a public purpose and must
not be resold.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Texas has consumed 3 minutes.

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self two additional minutes.

It seems to me that we have here an
opportunity to do a great job for genera-
tions yet to come with no expense to the
Government. Bear in mind the Govern-
ment owns this equipment today; bear in
mind, also, that this equipment is not
being used; bear in mind that this equip-
ment is now rusting out; bear in mind
that this equipment under the terms of
this bill will be subject only to public use.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL., Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. POAGE. I yield.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Does
the bill give to the smallest subdivision
of government such as a township, the
right to obtain materials and equipment
to improve roads?

Mr. POAGE. It does; it gives it to
every subdivision of government.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. POAGE. I yield.

Mr. CHURCH. If this equipment is so
desperately needed by State and political
subdivisions why do they not buy it?
Especially if it is a drug on the market?

Mr. POAGE. Frankly, I believe the
gentleman will find that a great many
of these subdivisions feel that they can-
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not afford to do it. I call the gentleman'’s
attention to the fact that the primary
purpose of the hill which related to soil
conservation work was for a group of
public agencies that had no buying pow-
er, no taxing power, and no means of
buying anything,

Mr. CHURCH. The States have.

Mr. LYNDON B. JOHNSON. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. POAGE. 1 yield.

Mr. LYNDON B. JOHNSON. The fact
is that a great deal of this equipment is
not yet being manufactured for the mar-
ket at the prasent time. :

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FOAGE. 1 yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Fur-
thermore, the taxpayers of this country
have already paid for this equipment
once, have they not?

Mr. POAGE. That is right; and it
seems to me it would be a gross injustice
to require the taxpayers to pay for it a
second time.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. POAGE. I yield.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. The facts of the
matter are that the people of the United
States and these various political subdi-
visions have already bought and paid
for this material, and if it is sold at a
loss they take the loss. If you give it to
them they get the benefit of the equip-
ment they have paid for.

Mr. POAGE. That is right exactly.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Texas has exXpired.

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. HoFFMAN].

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, the
printed bill is not the bill before us for
consideration. The bill before us is one
that is typewritten, one which few have
seen or read. What it does is to take all
of the surplus material that is suitable
for the construction of highways, that is
suitable for the prevention of soil erosion,
material that we gave the veterans a
preference to purchase, and gives it to
the States, to the counties, and to the
townships. It gives it to them after tak-
ing it away from the veterans. There is
no sense in saying the veterans will still
have a preference, for if this bill is adopt-
ed there will be no property for them to
purchase.

Now, what is the use of the House pre-
tending to give veterans preference in the
purchase of surplus property and then
adopting legislation like this? It does
not make sense.

There is no reason why if these town-
ships or cities, or the counties or the
States want this property they cannot
buy it and pay for it. That is what the
veterans and others must do. Does any
one know of any good reason why munici-
palities should not do the same?

Mr. KUNKEL., Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania,

Mr.
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Mr. EUNKEL. Every time a veteran
goes to one of these sales he finds the
surplus property has already been bought
up by some governmental agency.

Mr. HOFFMAN. That is 2ll tco true,
but once in a while a veteran can get
something, but if we enact this legisla-
tion he will not have a chance to get
anything. We should not pass this biil

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr. SHORT. The purpose is very
worthy, but the worst part of it, it seems
to me, is that the supply will not meet the
demand. Some States and counties or
municipalities will get the benefit of the
use of this machinery but others will be
denied that use.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Yes; that is true, the
bill opens the door to favoritism and po-
litical wire-pulling. The House for sev-
eral months has been saying that it
wanted the veterans to have a preference
in the purchase of the surplus property
that the United States Government owns
and which they could use. Now, along
comes this amendment which has not
even been printed which few have seen—
and it is proposed to give to the States,
the counties, and municipalities the sur-
plus which the veterans wish to buy. It
just does not make sense.

The bill should be defeated.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Michigan has expired.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. MaNAscol.

Mr. MANASCO. Mr. Speaker, I am
opposed to this bill on several grounds.
One of the reasons is that it will permit
different Government agencies to aug-
ment their appropriations without com-
ing to the Appropriations Committee or
to the House for an appropriation.

The Commitfee on Agricultural Appro-
priations appropriated a million dollars
to the Secretary of Agriculture to pur-
chase for soil conservation districts such
equipment as is mentioned in this bill.
Our committee meets tomorrow to re-
port out a hill to give veterans a pref-
erence that means something.

The trouble in the past has been that
these priority holders have been coming
in after the property is advertised for
sale to veterans and have exercised their
priorities and have taken it away, just
as occurred at your camera and photo-
graphic equipment sale over at Balti-
more the other day. This will make it
impossible for a veteran to get a truck, a
bulldezer, road-building equipment or
anything else that is necessary for the
building of highways, streets, airports,
and so forth. If you pass this bill we
might just as well not report out the
veterans preference bill tomorrow.

I think every Member seriously wants
to do something for the veterans. We
make the veterans pay for surplus prop-
erty. We make them pay a fair value.
Here you are giving it to the cities, States,
counties, and municipalities and they
will take everything. They will say that
they need Kodaks to build streets with.
They will say they need tents, It takes
blankets, also, to keep the workers warm,
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so they will come in and take all of
that.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANASCO. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Mississippi.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Under this bill
every truck would be taken by the State
highway commissions and the Soil Con-
servation Service. The veterans would
absolutely be denied the privilege of buy-
ing anything.

Mr. MANASCO. Yes. The same situ-
ation would exist also with reference to
passenger cars. They would need pas-
senger cars to haul the foremen around
in. There would not be anything in the
world left for a veteran. If you are
willing to do something for the veterans
who are having to pay for this material,
you will vote against the pending bill.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Alabama has expired.

Mr. POAGE. Mr, Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Idaho
[Mr. WHITE].
~ Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, if the
Members of the House knew the real
issue here they would vote for the pend-
ing bill. After the last war we had mil-
lions of pounds of dynamite which were
given over to the Bureau of Public Roads
and the Forest Service. This went into
the construction of roads and the open-
ing up of the national forests. Other-
wise we would have had to appropriate
millions of dollars to buy explosives to
do the work that this surplus war ex-
plosive did.

This bill would make all this road-
building machinery and explosives avail-
able to do the things that we will have
to appropriate money for anyway if we
do not pass this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I happen to know some-
thing about the veterans and the pur-
chase of this equipment by the veterans.
The Surplus Property Administration
advertises a sale. The veteran has so
.many days to make his selection. Then
spot bids are opened up to these dealers
and the dealers come in and bid on it
at about 10 cents on the dollar and get
away with the stuff. If anybody actually
wants to. get this material they have to
go to the dealer to get it. I say pass this
bill, make this equipment available and
save the taxpayers of this country mil-
lionis and millions of dollars that we will
have to appropriate to buy this machin-
ery and to buy these explosives and to
do the things which are necessary to open
up the Government-owned timber in
order to make homes for veterans and
jobs for veterans. This bill will do just
that. Dynamite is being dumped in the
ocean by the shiploads today. Let us
put it to work. Let us put the veterans
to work and let us have a little sense
here and pass this amendment.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. WHITE. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. RICH. Name one way in which
this will save the Government money?

Mr. WHITE. I will tell you. You have
passed a $10,000,000 apprepriation to
build forest roads and trails every year,
and this equipment will be used to do
that work withcut further cost to the
Government for this machinery.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Idaho has expired.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. DIRKSEN].

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield to answer a question?

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Missouri.

Mr. SHORT. Suppose we enact this
bill into law, who is going to determine
whether a county in the north end of
the gentleman’s district or a county in
the south end of his district is going to
get this machinery and equipment?

Mr. DIRKSEN. Somebody down here.

Mr. Speaker, the original bill of which
the pending bill is a lineal descendant, I
suppose, was introeduced in January 1945.
It has had a good deal of attention. It
started as a bill to authorize the Secretary
of Agriculture and directed the Secretary
to requisition all the equipment that
could be used in soil conservation and
water-improvement purposes. It con-
centrated it in the hands of a single agen-
cy, namely, the Soil Conservation Service.
How much equipment? The report does
not say. What kind of equipment? The
report does not say. Certainly it would
include tractors, drag lines, bulldozers,
everything that can be used for work on
land. That was the original bill.

Another bill was passed in the Senate.
Now we get a typewritten bill that is
wholly dissimilar from the original bill.
It authorizes giving this property to cities,
park districts, everybody, with the ex-
ception of the veteran. How much prop-
erty? It could be $50,000,000; it could
be $100,000,000; it might be $500,000,-
000. Nobody seems to know. I thought
that there would be a chance, and maybe
this is utter naiveté on my part, that
perhaps we could get back a few dollars
by selling this equipment and putting the
money back into the Federal Treasury
and help to balance the Federal Budget
Now we propose, however, to give all of
it away. And then what happens to our
Budget and what happens to this rather
distressed proposal that we call economy?
I hope this bill will not pass. When it
comes to agencies like the Soil Conserva-
tion Service we made provision in the
agricultural appropriation bill for 1947
for that purpose. We gave them $1,000,-
000 with which to buy this eguipment.
That bill is pending in the Senate com-
mittee at the present time. If there is
need, all right, let us rationalize the need,
see what it is in terms of dollars and
cents, and then make provision for it.

Now it is going to have a very unhappy
implication. ¥You could have $100,000,-
000 worth of equipment, and it shows up
in the Budget. You could have all of the
money that they can spend, all the equip-
ment they can have for 1946, and perhaps
for 1947, but when they come back with
their estimates for the fiscal year 1948
they will say, “Now, gentlemen of the
Committee on Appropriations, you see we
got $50,000,000 worth of equipment here,
and we got $10,000,000 there. Now then,
unless you give us a comparable sum the
following year, of course, our budgets will
be short.” So up it moves. Do not for-
get that when you do this, of course,
there must be administering personnel,
and you are going to increase the cost
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of government and for that reason I
am definitely opposed to a bill that I
have not seen until 15 minutes ago and
whose implications I cannot spell out in.
that short space of time. It ought to
go hack to the Committee.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, DIRKESEN. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. It
certainly squeezes the veteran out. I see
no chance whatsoever for a veteran to
get one single thing under the provisions
of this bill,

Mr. DIRKESEN. Very definitely not.
If he were a farmer and he wanted a
Eractor, he could not get it under this

ill.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr, Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Michigan.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Does the gentle-
man know of a single farm operator,
owner of a farm, or a single farm organ-
ization that endorses this proposal?

Mr. DIRKSEN. I have not heard of
it, except the modification of the original
bill. I doubt if any interested organiza-
tions have even seen the bill in its pres-
ent form. It should be defeated.

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. SaBaTH].

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, this bill
has been pending before the Committee
on Rules for a long while. The original
Poage bill, H. R. 538, proposed a loan
or grant of heavy equipment to soil con-
servation districts in this language:

That the Secretary of Agriculture is here-
by authorized, empowered, and directed to
requisition any materials, equipment, or sup-
plies which constitute surplus property un-
der the Surplus Property Act of 1944 and are
suitable for use in carrying out erosion con-
trol and soll and water conservation works
and operations in furtherance of the act ap-
proved April 27, 1935, entitled “An act to
provide for the protection of land resources
against soil erosion, and for other purposes.”
Upon receipt of such requisition from the
Becretary of Agriculture with respect to any
such property, the head of the Government
agency having control of such property shall
transfer such property to the Secretary of
Agriculture without reimbursement or de-
posit. :

Sec. 2. Material, equipment, and supplies
requisitioned by the Becretary of Agriculture
under section 1 shall be distributed, through
the Soil Conservation Service, by grant or
loan, to soll conservation, drainage, irriga-
tion, grazing, and other districts and public
bodies organized under State laws with pow-
ers to promote and carfy out soil and water
conservation operations and related public
purposes. Such distribution shall be made
in accordance with such standards, condi-
tions, rules, and regulations as to use and
disposition as may be recommended by the
Soll Conservation Service and may be es-
tablished for such purpose by the Secretary
of Agriculture.

This would have limited utilization of
such surplus heavy equipment, in prac-
tical effect, to only a few States, and
members of the Committee on Rules, in-
cluding myself, felt that this amounted
to discrimination against other States,
counties, and municipalities, We felt
the bill should be broadened to include in
its benefits any State, county, munici-
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pality, or political subdivision thereof,
and it was suggested that I redraft the
bill in accordance with these objectives,
which I did, and it is that redraft which
is being offered by the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Poacel, as an amendment to
the Senate bill, My amendment not only
provides specifically for benefits to wa-
ter and soil conservation and erosion
control work; it also provides for the al-
loeation by loan or grant of surplus sup-
plies, materials, and equipment to State
and local governmental units for use for
grading, drainage, reforestation, tunnel,
airfield, highway, sewer, street and side-
walk pavement construction or repair.
The amendment gives the Secretary of
Agriculture power to make necessary reg-
ulations, to be approved by the chairman
of the War Assets Administration; pro-
vides for proving an actual and legiti-
mate need by an applicant for such sur-
plus property; and prohibits sale or loan
for private use by the States or subdi-
visions.

Further, there is a provision I put in
that no property that can be used for
the construction of homes shall be con-
sidered as surplus for this purpose.

We tried to protect it to the best of our
ability. I realize that the States, coun-
ties, and municipalities are in good finan-
cial condition, but since the property
cannot be sold to advantage and might
be rusting away here and there, we
thought the States, counties, and mu-
nicipalities should have at least the bene-
fit of it on an equitable basis as long as
they can show that they need it for actual
improvements for their respective juris-
dictions.

Mr. SHERIDAN. Mr, Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, SABATH. 1yield tothe gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. SHERIDAN. Has the gentleman
any evidence that any of this material
is now rusting away and is not able to
be disposed of by the Surplus Property
Administration?

Mr. SABATH. I have heard so much
about it on the floor that I am inclined to
believe there must be something to if. I
have not seen it.

Mr. SHERIDAN. Can the gentleman
cite one instance?

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SABATH.
man from Texas.

Mr. POAGE. I personally saw one in-
stance at Samar in the Philippine
Islands, where there were hundreds of
yards of this equipment rusting away. 1
call upon every man who has been out
in that territory to tell you that he has
seen it with his own eyes, hundreds of
yards of it.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. RicH].

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman
from Mississippi.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Is it not true
that the committee for the last 2 months
has been trying to get the Army and the
Navy to bring this material back here
from Samar and the other places and

I yield to the gentle-
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make it available to the civilian popu-
lation?

Mr. RICH. That is correct. The
committee is going to meet tomorrow to
try to handle this situation in a sensible,
sane business way. I hope the Congress
will give consideration to that fact, be-
cause we are trying to find out just how
much material there is and who is re-
sponsible for its disposition. This is
nothing but a grab, it seems to me, for
the people who want to take something
from the Government without paying
anything for it. It is nothing but a
political plum, the way you are handling
this bill; there is not the least bit of
business procedure; it is not sensible or
sound. ;

The gentleman from Texas said a while
ago that these municipalities and other
governmental subdivisions cannot afford
to buy this property, but let me ask this
question: Who is more able to buy it
than the people of this country are to-
day? Certainly the Federal Government
is in the worst condition anyone can pos-
sibly be in, yet here it is asked to give
all this equipment away. To whom?
If we sell this surplus property and do
it in a businesslike way we will get some-
thing back into the Treasury of the
United States for it. Those who can
afford to pay for it will pay for it. Then
we will put into the Treasury the amount
of money that we receive from the sale
of this material. That is one way to get
the money. We will get rid of this
surplus property in a sound, sensible,
businesslike way.

Mr. THCMAS of New Jersey. Mr,
Speaker, will fhe gentleman yield?

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman
from New Jersey.

Mr. THOMAS of New Jersey. What
I would like to know is, if all this equip-
ment is rusting away, why are the vet-
erans not getting some of it? The vet-
erans cannot get anything.

.Mr. RICH. We want the veterans to
get this, but if you pass this legislation
the veterans will get nothing. Our ob-
ject is to give the veterans an oppor-
tunity to get this equipment and mate-
rial. They will be able to use it, but
they will not be able to get it if you
pass this bill. It is only a grab for the
favorites, Millions for the favorites,
more jobs for the favorites. In the name
of all that is sound, just, and sensible
defeat this piece of legislation. It is a
grab, and it is a steal for somebody. I
want no part of it. Time to stop it;
do it now.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from North
Carolina [Mr, BARDEN],

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, Santa
Claus will always be a popular fellow in
America, Of course, I would like to be
able to write letters to my constituents
and say that we were giving them some-
thing so that they, too, would remember
Santa Claus. We had this bill up some
months ago. At that time, the schools
wanted the equipment. Heaven knows
there is no man in this House but would
say that surplus property equipment
would be well used if it were given to the
schools. There were many other socie-
ties, such as the Red Cross and agri-

3725

cultural departments and home-eco-
nomic agencies and home-demonstration
agencies, and all of those folks who want-
ed the equipment. This Congress in its
wisdom, and I think very wisely, decided
to say “No; we better not start giving
this property away, After all, it belongs
to the people of America who paid for it
with their money."” These departments
that want this equipment have a certain
preference as the situation now stands.
Let them with their appropriations go
and buy the equipment. If the Depart-
ment of Agriculture wants a truck or a
trailer, then let them reach into their
appropriations that the House of Rep-
resentatives has given to them and let
them take that money and turn it over
to the surplus property agency. Then we
will know something about what kind of
bookkeeping is going on and what is hap-
pening to the money that we are appro-
priating, You would certainly have one
scrambled situation when an adminis-
trator began trying to decide which
township, precinet, county, district, and
so forth, should get a particular piece of
equipment,

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Okla-
homa [Mr. WICKERSHAM],

Mr. WICKERSHAM, Mr. Speaker, one
of the greatest assets that we have in
America is our soil. To those who were
so anxious for the veterans to get the
property, I say I wonder why they did
not give veterans the first preference
when this bill was passed instead of giv-
ing them fifth preference. The Federal
agencies come first, and then the States,
and the cities and then the municipali-
ties. Following that, the veterans are
supposed to come next. But in no in-
stance have I known of a veteran get-
ting any of these bulldozers, caterpil-
lars, or drag lines. Here is what
happened. What the States, cities, and
municipalities do not get is offered
in big bulk lots worth thousands of dol-
lars in places where, in many instances,
the ordinary GI cannot go, and even if he
goes there, they tell him the surplus
goods are all gone. I think the Poage
bill is a good bill. Even though the war
has been over for a year, many billions of
dollars’ worth remain unsold, A while
ago someone inquired if I had ever seen
any of this surplus equipment. I have
seen hundreds of thousands of dollars’
worth in many countries. The gentle-
man from Oklahoma [Mr. Boren]1, who is
urging passage of this bill, was in Mc-
Alester, Okla., and viewed a tract of land
covering many acres covered with all
kinds of equipment which is rusting and
rotting to pieces on the lots. If the ma-
chinery companies get this equipment,
they turn around and sell it for much
more than they paid for it, and the vet-
eran does not benefit as he should. The
soil of this country is washing away and
the surplus machinery could be used to
great advantage. Even though there is
$1,000,000 appropriated to buy equip-
ment for this purpose next year, it will
not be a drop in the bucket.

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield? 1

Mr. WICKERSHAM. I yield.
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Mr. BARDEN. How on earth would
the gentleman ever determine who was
to get a large tractor?

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Very well—

Mr. BARDEN. You have thousands
and thousands and thousands of coun-
ties, cities, and townships, How in the
world would you ever determine which
county would get the tractor?

Mr. WICKERSHAM. It is based on
the need for the soil-conservation work.

Mr. BARDEN. Who says who needs
it?

Mr. WICKERSHAM. The Soil Con-
servation Service; the Secretary of Agri-
culture.

The SPEAEKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma has expired.

Mr., CHURCH. Mr, Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from- New
York [Mr. LaTEAM].

Mr. LATHAM. Mr, Speaker, the
statement was made by the proponent of
this legislation that the type of equip-
ment covered by this bill was not wanted
or sought by veterans. Mr. Speaker,
that is not so. I know of veterans who
have filed applications for this very type
of equipment, but they could not get
any action from the War Assets Admin-
istration on their application. I could
not understand why that was so until to-
day. Now it is perfectly clear.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from New York has expired.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Minne-
sota [Mr. Juppl.

Mr.JUDD. Mr. Speaker, I take second
place to nobody in this House in my con-
cern for conserving the soil of our coun-
try. Having as a boy plowed over Ne-
braska hills and watched the topsoil
wash away in the first rain and later blow
away in dust storms, and then having
lived in China and observed soil which
by terracing and soil-conservation prac-
tices for 40 centuries the Chinese have
kept as good as it was in the beginning, I
realize fully that our greatest single, nat-
ural resource is our topsoil, and we have
no more important responsibility to the
future than to conserve it. I will sup-
port every proper measure toward that
end. But this bill is not a proper meas-
ure. It is not the right way to handle
the problem. If more money is needed
for machinery for soil conservation and
related purposes, why does not the sub-
committee on appropriations for the De-
partment of Agriculture bring before us
an additional appropriation to buy from
War Assets Administration the surplus
property that it needs, if the latter has
it? To be sure, it is transferring Federal
money from one of Uncle Sam’s pockets
to another, but it is a regular procedure,
and only so can we keep track of both
appropriations and surplus property. To
pass this bill does three things: First,
it knocks our surplus property disposal
procedure into a cocked hat. If we have
to give our surplus property completely
free of charge to every agency which has
a worthy program, then there are at least
several hundred agencies in the Federal
Government alone which have worthy
programs, to say nothing of the States
and cities afid municipalities and coun-
ties and their subdivisions, there would
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be no place to stop. We would be writing
off many, many billions of dollars’ worth
of property.

In the second place, it will shut out
the veterans completely, after all the
high hopes held out that they will be
able to buy some of this property.

In the third place, it amounts to an
appropriation of billions of dollars to all
sorts of agencies and groups which have
not had to make adequate justification
before the proper committees of the Con-
gress—billions of dollars entirely apart
from their regular appropriation bills and
without a single cent of return to the
Treasury.

Mr. Speaker, surely administration of
surplus-property disposal is in bad enough
shape already, as we all know, without
completely ruining it, which the passage
of this bill would do. I hope it will be
overwhelmingly defeated.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota has expired.

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as he may desire to the gentleman
from Oklahoma [Mr. JoHNSON].

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr.
Speaker, the matter of surplus property
is one that has given Members of the
Congress, collectively and individually,
more concern perhaps than most any
other problem with which we have been
faced during the past several months.
It is conceded that under the present sur-
plus property law the situation is far
from satisfactory. Reporis come to us
that individuals with a pull and usually
with a lot of cash are getting practically
all of the surplus property. I am sure
that every Member of this House feels
that the present situation ought to be
corrected and as soon as possible.

I have followed with much interest the
original Poage bill since it was first in-
troduced by the gentleman from Texas.
The farmers of my district, especially
those residing in organized soil conserva-
tion districts, are familiar with this leg-
islation and are strongly in favor of the
bill. I am reluctantly giving my support
today to the revised bill with the objec-
tionable amendment added by the Rules
Committee. In fact, I would not support
the bill if I thought it would become a
law in its amended form, which goes far
afield from the original purpcse of the
bill. I am violating no secret when I say
that the sponsors of this legislation were
compelled to accept this sort of mon-
strosity in the form of an amendment,
or nothing at all. Personally, I am get-
ting somewhat fed up with the Rules
Committee, writing, or attempting to
write legislation. In this case the Rules
Committee heard none of the evidence
in connection with the need for this leg-
islation, yet it insisted upon rewriting the
bill to its own liking or else refusing to
give a rule, so that it might be even con-
sidered. In this instance, in my judg-
ment, what it amounts to is sabotaging
of one of the most important and most
needed pieces of legislation that has
come before this hody during the present
session.

We all know of the desperate need for
soil conservation. Those of us from
farming areas also know of the urgent
need for bulldozers, plows, drag lines,
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caterpillars, graders, and other ma-
chinery essential for terracing, ditching,
and grading, especially in soil-conserva-
tion districts. We are told by the De-
partment of Agriculture that over 100,-
000,000 acres of land have suffered such
serious erosion as to make the land use-
less for further agricultural uce and that
another 100,000,000 acres or more have
been so seriously damaged as to require
careful treatment over a period of sev-
eral years, if such land is to be reclaimed
for future use. This is an appalling
situation, especially when we are re--
minded that more soil goes down the
Mississippi River every year from the
prairies, valleys, and hills of some 30
States of the Union than was excavated
in the construction of the entire Panama,
Canal. The Soil Conservation Service of
the Department of Agriculture, estab-
lished back in the early thirties, has
made considerable headway in the say-
ing of hundreds of thousands of acres of
land that otherwise would have been
lost. But it has only touched the sur-
face in comparison ‘with the great and
urgent need. This body has said offi-
cially by an act of Congress that a waste
of soil erosion is “a menace to the na-
tional welfare; that it is hereby declared
to be the policy of Congress to provide
for the control and prevention of soil
erosion and thereby to provide natural
resources, control fioods, prevent impair-
ment of reservoirs, maintain the naviga-
bility of rivers and harbors,” and so forth.

The Soil Conservation Service has
given the technical supervision, which
has been important. We have also ap-
propriated vast sums of money for soil-
conservation practices. Soil-conserva-
tion districts have been established in
nearly every State in the Union. These
districts deal directly with the farmers.
They put the plans of the Soil Conserva-

“tion Service into actual practice and aid

farmers who cooperate. Now the dis-
tricts are practically without machinery.
Many do not have the funds to buy the
machinery even if they were available.
The taxpayer has paid for this machinery
once, and it would seem far better to
permit this needed machinery to go for
public use than the present plan of sell-
ing them to big corporations or favorite
individuals who under the present plan
seem to have the inside track so far as
surplus property is concerned. Mr.
Speaker, I shall support the pending
Poage bill in the hopes that something
satisfactory might be worked out in
conference,

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the genileman from Ne-
braska [Mr. MiLLER].

Mr, MILLER of Nebraska, Mr, Speak-
er, from the number of Members of the
House who have spoken against this bill,
one feels like a cat at a dog show in
supporting it. Nevertheless, I am con-
vinced there is a great deal of merit in
the bill.

I notice someone saw fit to amend the
bill, and I take it, from the gentleman
of Illinois, that perhaps it was done in
the Rules Committee. However, the bill
has been amended. It would be better
if limited to soil conservation. This
House should remember that this bill
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gives surplus property to all political sub-
divisions, of which the veteran is a part.
This bill helps the veterans. There are
very few veterans going out to buy bull-
dozers, draglines, and heavy machinery
to move dirt with. There are irrigation
districts in my State which would like
to have this dirt-moving machinery to
improve their districts. I hope that the
proper committee brings out a surplus
property bill that is favorable to the
veterans and whereby they will be placed
on the same priority as Federal agen-
cies. I would support such a bill. But I
would remind you that the veteran is
also a part of the political subdivision,
and this bill is designed to help him just
as much as political subdivisions. The
veteran should have number one priority
just as Federal agencies and not a num-
ber four priority as under the present
Surplus Property Act.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I yield.

Mr. RICH, The chairman of the Com-
mittee on Expenditures in the Executive
Departments says he is having an execu-
tive session tomorrow and he will bring
out a bill of that kind. So why pass this
bill?

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. You can
write into that bill irrespective of any bill
we pass here today that the veterans
shall have priority, even though we pass
this bill here today, that they shall have
priority along with the other agencies,
priority No. 1 equal with the Federal
agencies.

Mr. RICH. Mr, Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I yield.

Mr. RICH. I am sure the chairman of
the committee had that thought in mind.
I do not know whether it is going to be
incorporated in the bill or not. It surely
should be.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska has expired.
Mr. CASE of South Dakota.

Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will
state it,

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. What is
the parliamentary situation. Isthere not
an amendment pending? Will we have
the vote first upon the amendment or
will it be on the motion to suspend the
rules and pass the bill?

The SPEAKER. The vote will be on
the motion to suspend the rules and pass
the bill as amended. There will be but
one vote,

Mr. POAGE. Mr, Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
JENSEN].

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I am sure
everyone who knows about the important
work of the Soil Conservation Service
will agree with me that they are doing
a splendid job, not only for the farmers
but for America today and tomorrow.
I am sure that almost everyone will agree
that the conservation of our precious soil
is most essential now when starvation is
facing the people of many nations, be-
cause it makes for greater production of
food and fiber for those who live in this
world today and will insure food and fiber
for the generations yet unborn,

Mr.
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When the surplus property disposal
bill was under consideration on August
21, 1944, I introduced an amendment
which provided that 25 percent of all
surplus dirt-moving equipment be allo-
cated to the Soil Conservation Service
districts and other public agencies and
for flood control. My amendment was
defeated by the narrow margin of six
votes. If my amendment had prevailed
a lot of this equipment now rusting away
would be in good use today. Our entire
country, yes the whole world, would ben-
efit from the use of this surplus equip-
ment by the Soil Conservation Service.
Few veterans want this kind of heavy
equipment except the veterans who are
farmers, and bear in mind about 50 per-
cent of our veterans are directly inter-
ested in soil conservation, and the other
50 percent will derive indirect benefits
from it. :

I sincerely hope that if this bill is
not adopted today that the Agriculture
Committee can draw a bill that will be
acceptablé to the Congress so that this
equipment can be put to use before
planting time next year.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Iowa has expired.

Mr. FOAGE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from North
Carolina [Mr. CooLEY].

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I should
like to ask the gentleman from Texas if
veterans will still have a preference even
if this bill is enacted into law.

Mr. POAGE. This bill will not affect
veterans’ preference one iota, one way or
the other. There is not a word in this
bill about veterans' preference. It does
not change veterans’ preference. He still
will have the right to purchase as he al-
ways had after Federal Government and
State agencies.

Mr. COOLEY. As I understand it, un-
der existing law veterans, municipalities
and governmental agencies are given
preference in the matter of acquiring title
to surplus property.

Mr. HOFFMAN, If they are given this
preference to get what is left, then in
effect they get a preference on nothing.

Mr. COOLEY. The gentleman from
Texas has assured us that this bill does
not disturb the veterans’ preference pro-
vision now in the law.

Mr. JONES. If the gentleman will
yield, it is the same as in the case of hous-
ing. There are plenty of veterans in my
district who now have priorities for hous-
ing but there are no houses.

Mr. HOFFMAN, If is ridiculous.

Mr. COOLEY. A moment ago some-
one asked the question, whether or not
this property or any part of it was de-
teriorating. On the islands of the Pa-
cific there are hundreds of millions of
dollars’ worth of surplus property that is
exposed to the weather and is rusting and
deteriorating. It should be returned to
this country immediately and made
available to the soil-conservation dis-
tricts of the country.

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. COOLEY. I yield.

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Does
not this create a situation analogous to
that complained about last week by the
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national commander of the American
Legion who spoke in regard to the States
and cities having priority which resulted
in the veterans’ getting nothing to pur-
chase?

Mr. COOLEY., The gentleman from
Texas has assured us that this bill will
not affect veterans’ preference.

Frankly, I am not impressed with the
provision in the bill which applies to
States, cities and other municipalities.
Our Committee on Asgriculture reported
a bill which was applicable only to soil
conservation districts. Most of the
States and cities are financially able to
pay for the property. While I, frankly,
confess that this is a rather poor way
to legislate, I am supporting the pend-
ing measure in the hope that the bill
as may be finally agreed upon may apply
only to soil conservation districts which
are badly in need of equipment to carry
on the splendid program of the Soil Con-
servation Service which has meant so
much to the farmers of America. Un-
fortunately, the measure now before the
House cannot-be amended but we all
know that most legislation is the result
of a compromise between the two Houses
of Congress and I have every reason to
hope that if this bill is passed the Con-
ference Committee will be able to agree
upon a measure which will be in the
public interest. Even if the pending
measure is finally enacted into law the
grants or loans of the property will be
made under rules and regulations issued
by, and under the immediate supervision
of the Secretary of Agriculture and others
in responsible positions in the Govern-
ment. Certainly, none of us want to de-
prive veterans of a preference to which
they are entitled and all of us, on the
other hand, are anxious to facilitate the
return of all surplus property both from
Europe and from the islands of the Pa-
cific and, further, to facilitate the ac-
quisition of such property by veterans.

The SF . The time of the
gentleman from North Carolina has
eXpired.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr,
BENDER].

SURPLUS PROPERTY AND WAR VETERANS

Mr. BENDER. Weeks ago I warned of
a potential major scandal in the dispo-
sition of our surplus war goods. That
scandal has now developed into a front-
page issue. Not only have we been per-
mitting our war matériel overseas to be
purchased for the well-known song by
foreign governments; not only have
servicemen complained bitterly about the
actual dumping of supplies into the

+ Pacific Ocean; we are now confronted

with the evidence that war veterans at
home are being given the most depress-
ing run-around possible in their efforts
to take advantage of the provisions of
our laws designed to help them get
started in business.

In the course of a brief investigation
it has already been revealed that Ohio
veterans have been sent to Point Pleas-
ant, W. Va.; to Camp Atterbury, Ind.;
to Sandusky, Ravenna, and Warren,
Ohio; to Newcastle, Ind., to inspect and
pick up property which they had pur-
chased, only to find that the goods were
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not there or that their condition had
been grossly misrepresented.

Surely our Government can be held to
the standar of ordinary business
veracity at the very least. No one seek-
ing to engage in private industry would
be permitted to misrepresent the quality
of his merchandise indiscriminately
without being called sharply to account
by public authorities. Our Government
should be subjected to a full-scale in-
vestigation on this whole completely un-
justifiable, incredibly callous treatment
of returning servicemen.

Mr. Speaker, it is said that the road
to hell is paved with good intentions.
Last year Congress enacted a surplus-
property bill which we thought gave vet-
erans preference. Now, if we pass the
Poage bill, as amended, the veterans will
not have preference and will have noth-
ing to buy. The War Assets Corporation
has been sitting on its war assets and all
the veterans have gotten is the business.
Now you are going to give these same
veterans the works still further if you
pass this bill. Please vote against the
measure, as it is a legislative monstrosity.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the balance of my time on this side,
4 minutes, to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. WHITTINGTON].

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker,
the Congress considered the matter of
the disposal of surplus property in 1944
for 3 months. The proposed amend-
ment for soil conservation and other
similar amendments were offered on the
floor of this House, not once, not twice,
but many times, by the very gentlemen
who are advocating the pending meas-
ure, and every time the amendments
were proposed they were rejected.

May I say in reply to the inquiry of the
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr,
CooLeY] that if we give all of this type
of property away, as here proposed, what
does the matter of preference or priority
to veterans or anybody’ else amount to?
Under the terms of the Surplus Property
Act, there are no donations or gifts to
any person or agency. The Congress
retains the purse strings. Schools asked
for donations, hospitals asked for dona-
tions, and others asked for gifts. We de-
nied all donations, but we did provide
preferences and priorities. Now, under
the terms of this bill, the paternity of
which is at least doubtful, for it is cer-
tainly not the Poage bill, probably
framed, in part, in the Commitiee on
Rules, as the distinguished gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. SasatH] indicates,
having been reported by the Committee
on Agriculture, and whether intended or
not having been so worded when intro-
duced as to make no reference to the
Surplus Property Act, thereby making it
possible for the Committee on Agricul-
ture to consider and to report the bill,
although the Committee on Expenditures
in the Executive Departments has juris-
diction of surplus war property, there
would be a gift, a donation, in the lan-
guage of the amendment, to the soil-
conservation districts, not only of equip-
ment but of materials and supplies and
donations to highway commissions of
equipment and donations to political sub-
divisions or instrumentalities of the
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States for many purposes. All of the
other agencies of the Federal Govern-
ment and all agencies of the State gov-*
ernments, except highway commissions
and the subdivisions having control over
soil and forests, would have to pay the
fair value of the property allocated to
them.

The pending bill is not the soil-con-
servation bill introduced by the distin-
guished gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Poagel. It is not the bill reported by the
Committee on Agriculture, but it is an
entirely new bill providing for donations
not only to soil-conservation districts,
but to State highway commissions, and
the political subdivisions and instrumen-
talities of the State engaged in grading,
park work, forestation, and similar activ-
ities.

The language for soil conservation is
broad. It includes materials. It in-
cludes supplies. It could include much
besides dirt-moving equipment.

The hill was introduced in January
1945, It was reported in June 1945, It
was introduced before the German war
closed. It was reported before the Jap
war closed.

It is urged that the equipment for soil
conservation could be disposed of with-
out expense. The argument will not bear
analysis. Practically all of the dirt-mov-
ing equipment has been used. It must
be repaired. The donation would be the
beginning of real expense. The districts
would be returning to Congress for funds
to repair. The House will recall that fol-
lowing the First World War, there were
donations of trucks to highway commis-
sions, to legal subdivisions. There was
need of repairs. No repairs were made.
The trucks decayed and rusted. Under
the surplus-property bill, provision could
be made for either making repairs before
sale or there would be the opportunity to
sell to dealers who will make the repairs
before they will offer them to the Gov-
ernment agencies or the public. >

I have not been satisfied with the ad-
ministration of the Surplus Property
Act. I opposed the board. I advocated
a single administrator. There was sub-
stantially no disposal of surplus property
for a year. The bill was finally amended
in September 1945, to provide for a single
administrator. There has been delay.
Veterans have complained. Their com-
plaints have been largely about automo-
biles. Frankly, but few automobiles were
declared surplus. Again complaints have
been about trucks. The Federal Gov-
ernment and State agencies have prior-
ity. For a long time the veteran was
unable to obtain trucks. But the regu-
lations have been improved. Veterans
now are being permitted, directly, to buy
trucks. There were not enough trucks
to supply the demand declared surplus
in the United States. We insisted that
the trucks overseas be returned for the
veterans., Veterans were given prefer-
ences in other cases. These preferences
were not effective. About 3 months ago,
General Gregory was placed in charge
of the Administration. He is improving
the Administration. Where State and
Federal agencies have priorities, he is ad-
vising veterans when the property will
be available to them. The Committee on
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Expenditures has been conducting hear-
ings for weeks. We have insisted that
any surplus automobiles and trucks over-
seas be returned to this country. There
is no surplus of earth-moving equipment
in this country. We have insisted that
earth-moving equipment overseas be re-
turned. The committee plans to report
a bill to give veterans a priority to make
effective the preference intended for vet-
erans under the Surplus Property Act.
Many veterans are seeking earth-moving
equipment. Irepeat the regulations un-
der General Gregory are being improved.
The veteran who files as a little business-
man is entitled to a priority now. The
committee plans to report a bill to make
good the preferences and priorities in-
tended for veterans. If the pending bill
passes, there will be no equipment or
earth-moving equipment available to
veterans. It will all be given to soil con-
servation, highway commissions, and
other agencies.

The veterans are not asking for dona-
tions. They are asking for consideration.
Why discriminate? Why discriminate in
favor of soil-conservation districts
against schools and against hospitals,
against doctors and against dentists?

As I have indicated, the bill was intro-
duced 2 months after the Surplus Prop-
erty Act was passed. It was introduced
9 months before the Jap surrender. Sub-
stantially, no personal property was be-
ing sold until after the Jap surrender.

If there was dirt-moving equipment in
Army depots in this country it was being
retained until the Jap war was over. At
the time the pending bill was reported
there was not enough equipment avail-
able for the civilians who wanted to buy
it and to pay for it.

Again, many contractors engaged in
moving earth sold their bulldezers, sold
their tractors, and other dirt-moving
equipment to the Government. There
has been a delay in production. They
are unable to buy new equipment. Those
contractors are anxious to purchase
available equipment. Many of these
contractors were veierans. Veterans
would like to go into the earth-moving
business. I know of many, many appli-
cations. The pending bill not only dis-
criminates. It is not only unfair to other
agencies, but it is utterly unfair to the
veterans who are not asking for a dona-
tion, but are asking for the privilege of
buying surplus property, so that they can
engage in business.

Many Members have been vigilant in
behalf of soil conservation. The gentle-
man from Oklahoma [Mr. Boren] has
promoted legislation, but the pending bill
is not the soil-conservation measure
originally introduced by the gentleman
from Texas [Mr, Poace] or proposed by
the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr.
Boren]., It is an entirely new measure
that has never been considered by any
committee. Many Members of Congress
have been most helpful and vigilant in
behalf of veterans. The gentleman from
Florida [Mr. HenDrRIicKs] testified at
length before the Committee on Expendi-
tures. I know of no Member who has
made a greater effort to promote the
gﬂoﬂty and preference of veterans than

E.
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Mr, Speaker, in my judgment, the pas-
- sage of this bill would sabotage the splen-
did effort that General Gregory, who has
been on the job for only 3 months, is now
making for the veterans to give them a
chance to acquire this and other types
of property. It would sabotage the ad-
ministration of the Surplus Property Act
for the benefit of State highway commis-
sions and local subdivisions with money
in their treasury by the millions of dol-
lars, and call upon the United States,
with $280,000,000,000 of public debt, to
' give away the property that the widows,
and that the taxpayers of the United
States bought bonds to enable the Gov-
ernment to acquire for the prosecution
of the war.

In my judgment, the fundamental the-
ory of the Surplus Property Administra-
tion is sound. This property belongs to
all the people of the United States, and,
like all other surplus property, it should
be disposed of for the benefit of all the
people and the proceeds paid into the
Federal Treasury.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, WHITTINGTON. I yield to the
gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. RABAUT. What they should do
with this machinery is plow back some
of the funds into the Treasury of the
United States?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Absolutely; and
give these boys, who before they went
into the service turned over their bull-
dozers and other equipment to the Gov-
ernmenf in many caseS, an opportunity
to repurchase it. I trust this bill will be
defeated.

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of the time.

Mr. Speaker, the opposition must base
their coniention on one horn or the
other. In one breath they say that this
bill takes away some of the veterans’
rights, on the other hand they say, “We
want this property sold for every dollar
it will bring in the market.” Which do
they want? They have to make their
choice. Do they mean it when they say
they want veterans to have it regardless
of what the Government gets? If so, all
right, but let them stop talking about
how much money they will get. If they
want every dollar they can get regard-
less of who gets the property, let them
quit shedding tears about the veteran.
An individual can support either posi-
tion, but he simply cannot occupy both
positions at once. We want this prop-
erty to be used by the people of America.
We neither add to nor detract from the
rights of veterans by this motion but we
believe the use of this machinery in sav-
ing our soil will help many a veteran to
make a better living for years to come,

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. POAGE. No; Iwill not yield. Mr.
Speaker, with only 2 minutes remaining,
I feel that I am entitled to express to
this House the view of those of us who
believe that when the United States Gov-
ernment has paid for material with tax
money that it should be used by the tax-
payers of America for public, not pri-
vate purposes; that it should be used
by the governmental agencies and not
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by the speculators of America; that it
should be used to perpetuate the fertility
of the soil of America for generations to
come and not to line the pockets of a
group of people who are growing wealthy
trading on the physical equipment for
war. We believe that this property hav-
ing been paid for by American taxpay-
ers is the property of the people of the
United States. We believe that it should
be used for public purposes.

Now we have a clear choice here. This
bill will make this surplus property avail-
able for use by public agencies, not pri-
vate. There is not a dollar of private
profit in it. We have seen the opera-
tion of the present bill, and there is no
man or woman in America who does not
know that the present bill has been
favoring a group of speculators. The
present law which the opponents of this
measure seek to perpetuate is no help
to veterans. It protects no ex-service-
man. You know who has profited un-
der the present bill. You know who is
getting the money out of these sales.
You know what the present bill has been
doing. Are you by your vote this after-
noon to put your stamp of approval on
such a . monstrosity? The proposed
measure will at least assure the public
of some small part of the profits now
going to the speculators.

Be not deceived, my friends. This is
no fight between the veteran and the
farmer. On the contrary, it is a con-
test between the private speculators who
are making great profits under the pres-
ent law on the one hand, and the people
of America who have once paid for this
equipment on the other.

The SPEAKER. The time of the
gentleman from TeXas has expired. All
time has expired.

The question is on suspending the
rules and passing the bill.

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. Poage) there
were—ayes 53, noes 171,

So two-thirds not having voted in fa-
vor thereof, the motion was rejected.

On motion of Mr. WHITTINGTON, & mo-
tion to reconsider was laid on the table.

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A further message from the Senate by
Mr. Frazier, its legislative eclerk, an-
nounced that the Senate had passed,
with amendments in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested, a bill of
the House of the following title:

H.R.4761. An act to amend the National
Housing Act by adding thereto a new title
relating to the prevention of speculation and
excessive profits in the sale of housing, and
to insure the availability of real estate for
housing purposes at fair- and reasonable
prices, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendments to
the foregoing bill; requests a conference
with the House on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints
Mr. BARgLEY, Mr, Murpock, Mr. TAYLOR,
Mr. MiTcHELL, Mr. TarT, Mr. Buck, and
Mr. CapeHART to be the conferees on the
part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate disagrees to the amendments of
the House to the bill (8, 1610) entitled
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“An act to provide for the rehabilitation

- of the Philippine Islands, and for other

purposes;” requests a conference with
the House on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses thereon, ancd appoints
Mr, TypinGs, Mr. HAYDEN, Mr. WHEELER,
Mr. VANDENBERG, and Mr. AusTIN to be
the conferees on the part of the Senate.

INCREASE IN PAY FOR PERSONNEL OF
THE ARMY, NAVY, MARINE CORPS,
COAST GUARD, COAST AND GEODETIC
SURVEY, AND PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE

Mr. SPAREMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H. R. 6084, to amend the Pay Read-
justment Act of 1942, as amended, so as
to provide an increase in pay for per-
sonnel of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps,
Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey,
and Public Health Service, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That (a) the first para-
graph of section 9 of the Pay Readjustment
Act of 1942, as amended, is hereby amended
to read as follows:

*The monthly base pay of enlisted men of
the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and Cocast
Guard shall be as follows: Enlisted men of
the first grade, $165; enlisted men of the
second grade, §135; enlisted men of the third
grade, $115; enlisted men of the fourth grade,
$100; enlisted men of the fifth grade, $90;
enlisted men of the sixth grade, $80; and
enlisted men of the seventh grade, $75. Chlef
petty officers under acting appointment shall
be included in the first grade at a monthly
base pay of $150.”

(b) The third paragraph of section 9 of
the Pay Readjustment Act of 1042, as amend-
ed, is hereby amended to read as follows:

“Every enlisted man paid under the provi-
slons of this section shall receive an increase
of 5 percent of the base pay of his grade
for each 3 years of service up to 30 years.
Such service shall be active Federal service
in any of the services mentioned in the title
of this act or reserve components thereof;
service in the active National Guard of the
several States, Territories, and the District

.of Columbia; and service in the Enlisted Re-

serve Corps of the Army, the Officers’ Reserve
Corps of the Army, the Naval Reserve, the
Marine Corps Reserve, and the Coast Guard
Reserve: Provided, That retired enlisted men
heretofore or hereafter retired with credit
for 30 years' service in the Army, Navy, or
Marine Corps and who served beyond the
continental limits of the United States be-
tween 1898 and 1912, such service having been
computed under previous laws as double
time toward retirement, shall be entitled to
receive the maximum retired pay now pro-
vided for the grade in which retired.”

Bec. 2. (a) The second and third para-
graphs of section 8 of the Pay Readjustment
Act of 1942, as amended, are hereby amended
to read as follows:

“First mates and assistant engineers of the
Army Mine Planter Service shall receive base
pay at the rate of $2,340 per annum and shall
be entitled to the money allowances for sub-
sistence and for rental of quarters as estab-
lished by sections 5 and 6 of this act for of-
ficers receiving the pay of the first period.

“Chief warrant officers of the Army except
masters and chief engineers in the Army
Mine Planter Service, and commissioned war-
rant cfiicers with less than 10 years of com-
missioned service, of the Navy, Marine Corps,
and Coast Guard, shall receive base pay at
the rate of $2,520 per annum and shall be
entitled to the money allowances for sub-
sistence and for rental of quarters as estab-
lished by sections 5 and 6 of this act for of-
ficers receiving the pay for the second period:
Provided, That a commissioned warrant of-
ficer or chief warrant officer promoted from
the grade of warrant officer or warrant officer
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(junior grade) shall suffer no reduction of pay
by reason of such promotion: Provided fur-
ther, That nothing herein contained shall be
held to affect the authority of the Secretary
of War to designate permanent or temporary
chief warrant officers of the Army to receive
the base pay and allowances of the third and
fourth pay periods as provided in section 3
of the act approved August 21, 1941 (Public
Law 230, 79th Cong.}.”

(b) The seventh paragraph of section 8 of
the Pay Readjustment Act of 1942, as amend-
ed, is hereby amended to read as follows:

“When the total pay and allowances au-
thorized by this section for any person shall
exceed the rate of $550 per month, the
amount of the allowances to which such per-
son is entitled shall be reduced by the amount
above $5560."

Sec. 3. The first paragraph of section 7 of
the Pay Readjustment Act of 1942, as amend-
ed, is hereby amended to read as follows:

“The annual base pay of a brigadier gen-
eral of the Army or the Marine Corps, rear
admiral (lower half) of the Navy, the Coast
Guard, or the Coast and Geodetic Survey,
the Assistant Commandant of the Coast
Guard, the Engineer in Chief of the Coast
Guard, commodore of the Navy, an Assistant
Director of the Coast and Geodetic Survey,
and an assistant to the Surgeon General of
the Public Health Service,. shall be $6,600;
and the annual base pay of a major general of
the Army or the Marine Corps and of a rear
admiral (upper half) of the Navy, the Coast
Guard, or the Coast and Geodetic SBurvey, or
the Surgeon General of the Public Health
Bervice shall be $8,800. Every such officer
ghall be entitled to the money allowances for
gubsistence and for rental of quarters au-
thorized in sections 5 and 6 of this act for
officers receiving the pay of the sixth period.”

Sec. 4. The second paragraph of section 1
of the Pay Readjustment Act of 1942, as
amended, is hereby amended to read as fol-
lows:

“The first period, $2,160; the second period,
$2,400; the third period, $2,640; the fourth
period, $3,300; the fifth period, $3,850; and
the sixth period, §4,400.”

Sec. 5. The increases in pay specified in
this act shall be applicable to the active duty,
retired, retirement, or retainer pay of all per-
sons whose pay is governed by, or by refer-
ence to, those sections of the Pay Readjust-
ment Act of 1942, as amended, which are
amended by this act.

Sec. 6. The increases in pay provided by
this act shall become effective on the first
day of the second calendar month following
its enactment, and no increase in pay for
any perlod prior thereto shall acrue by reason
of the enactment of this act.

The SPEAKER. Is a second de-
manded?

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. I de-
mand a second, Mr. Speaker,

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that a second be con-
sidered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ala-
bama?

There was no objection.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, there
has been pending before the Committee
on Military Affairs for some time now a
proposal to increase the pay of the armed
services. The subcommittee had rather
extensive hearings and reported out the
bill that is before us today. It is hoped
to pass it now in order that we may
stimulate enlistments as much as possi-
ble. I want to take just a few minutes
to explain to you just what the bill seeks
to do,
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The Army and Navy had a joint pay
commiftee which made a recommenda-
tion that there be a 20-percent over-all
pay increase for all of the services. The
subcommittee did not agree to that pro-
posal but worked out a formula of its own
whereby the pay of the lowest grade, the
buck private, is increased exactly 50 per-
cent, that is, from $50 to $75 a month.
The pay of the private first class is in-
creased approXximately 50 percent, from
$54 to $80. The pay of the fifth grade,
that is, the corporal, is increased from $66
to $90, or approximately 40 percent. The
fourth grade, that is, the line sergeant
or buck sergeant, is increased from $78
to $100, an increase of approximately 30
percent.

The third grade, staff sergeant, from
$96 to $115, or an increase of approxi-
mately 20 percent; technical sergeant,
second pay grade, from $114 to $135, or
approximately 20 percent; first grade;
that is, the first sergeant and master
sergeant, from $138 to $165, or approxi-
maiely 20 percent.

The same percentage was applied to
warrant officers and commissioned war-

_rant officers, and in this connection, let

me say that the same percehtages are
applied throughout to comparable grades
in the Navy, Marine Corps, Coast Guard,
Coast and Geodetic Survey, and Public
Health Service, all of which services are
under the same pay bill.

When it comes to the commissioned
grades, we propose a 20-percent increase
for second lieutenants and first lieuten-
ants. That would mean the second lieu-
tenants’ pay would be increased from
$1,800 to $2,160; a first lieutenant from
$2,000 to $2,400. All officers above that
we propose to increase by 10 percent.
We think we have worked out a good
formula. May I say for the commis-
sioned personnel, with the exception of
the second lieutenants, this is the first
pay increase they have had since 1908.
During that same time, living costs have
gone up 109 percent, and yet they have
had no pay increase.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr,. SPAREMAN. Iyield.

Mr. DONDERO. Do grades 6 and 7
apply to the soldier who is a private?

Mr. SPAREMAN. Grade 7 is a private,
and grade 6 is a private, first class. Un-
der the law as it stands now, a buck
private after 3 months in the service
automatically becomes a private, first
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class, if he meets the other qualifications.
There has been some suggestion from
time to time against increasing the pay
of officers. That is the reason I men-
tioned this 109-percent increase in the
cost of living. And, too, here is some-
thing that so many overlook—you hear
talk about the brass hats. I do not know
whether you ever realized it or not, but
75 percent of our officers are in the low-
pay grades of second lieutenant, first
lieutenant, and captain.. About 13 per-
cent are second lieutenants; 36 percent,
first lieutenants; and 26 percent, cap-
tains, About 15} percent of our offi-
cers are majors, about 6 percent lieuten=
ant colonels, and about 3 percent are
colonels. All grades of general officers
constitute less than one-half of 1 percent.
I believe that the pay scale we have
recommended for officers as well as for
enlisted men is fair and just.

Mr. Speaker, I am including two tables.
Table 1 shows the distribution of Army
personnel in the various grades and ranks
based on the average size of the Army
during the fiscal year 1947. Table 2
shows a comparison of pay increases
voted to civilian personnel in government
service, with those proposed for officers
in this bill.

TasLE 1.—Budget estimates on average num-=
ber who will have to be paid during the
year in each grade as Army goes down
Jrom 1,550,000 on July 1, 1946, to 1,070,000
on July 1, 1947

Generals of the Army_ . ______ 4
Generals. = T
Lieutenant generals __________ . 30
Major generals ______________.___ 274
Brigadier generals 314
Colonels 4,274
Lieutenant colonels_ . ____ 8, 548
Majors._ 22,788
Captains . a7, 6562
First leutenants o __._. b0, 207
Becond lleutenants_____________ 18, 602

Total commissioned______ 1142, 700
Warrant offlcers. oo 5, 300
First grade_ 53, 750
Becond grade 64, 500
Third grade 88, 000
Fourth grade 107, 500
Fifth grade. 182, 750
Bixth grade 430, 000
Seventh grade 150, 500

Total 21,075, 000

1 These figures include officers on terminal
leave.

*Plus 6,000 aviation cadets and 50,000
Philippine Scouts.

TAELE 2
Recent
c“‘iliilll:
i g:el;ms mm New | New mili-
Base pay n(]ingnd.mn increase eivilian l%[ﬂ%“. pa%‘
¢ increase > 8 14
Voted by | H- R- 0034 | P&
House),
Army Navy same base
Eecond lieutenant. $1, 800 $700 2360 500 160
First Lieut 2,000 ™ w| 2 i
Captain____ _ 2,400 700 240 3,160 2,640
Major. . __._..._ 3, 000 820 300 3,820 3, 300
Lieutenant col 3, 500 870 350 4, 370 3, 850
Colonel 4, 000 920 400 4,920 4,400
Brigadier general O e o] 2, wo| 7,00 600
Major general 1. .........| Rear admiral (upper half). 8, 000 1,130 £00 9,130 8, 800

of lieut 1 1. and G

1 Army ranks ) 8
end Fleet Admiral, all same base pay as major zeneral.

] of the Army, and Navy ranks of vice admiral. admiral
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(Mr. SparkMAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks and include some tables.)

Mr. ANDREWS of New York Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. EARNESS].

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. Mr.
Speaker, this bill is the result of careful
study by a subcommittee that has been
studying service pay for a number of
years. I offered a bill which the sub-
committee originally reported favorably
to pay a flat $400 increase per year to
every individual in the service. The full
committee, after giving that considera-
tion, finally ordered the subcommittee to
make further study of the matter. The
bill before us is the result of that study.
It is the bill which I offered Saturday as
an amendment to the bill extending the
Selective Service Act. While there are
some things in this bill that I would like
to change, I believe it the best judgment
of the full committee. I shall vote for it.
I think we need this pay increase for the
lower grades of the service, to stimulate
enlistments and provide greater induce-
ment to those men who want to make the
Army, Navy, or Marine Corps a career.

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield? :

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. I yield.

Mr. JUDD. Does this do anything
about the 20-percent increase for over-
seas duty?

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. No. That
is still the law. They would get a 20-
percent increase on their base pay for
overseas service. The Navy would get the
same increase for sea duty.

Mr. JUDD. And how about flight
pay?

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. It does not
change the 50-percent increase for Air
Corps personnel, This is an increase in
base pay all the way along the line.
There is one feature of the bill which I
should mention. It is the part that ap-
plies to all retired officers. You give
them the same increase you are giving
those in the active service. I question
the advisability of that increase, but it
appears that they cannot be left out
without doing an injustice to men dis-
abled in combat that we all want to
reward.

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. I yield.

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. The tes-
timony will show that the number of re-
tired officers today is comparatively
small. If you withhold this provision
from the retired officers, you fail to re-
ward many retired officers who have been
wounded and disabled in this war.

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. Yes. If we
leave out retired personnel, many retired
combat officers—men who have lost their
legs or their sight—would be affected.
The only alternative would be to limit
increases to enlisted personnel. The
matter of revising service-pay schedules
is highly complicated, so I suppose this
is the best we can do now. The main
objective is to get volunteers so that the
draft can be stopped.

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
man from Iowa [Mr, MARTIN].
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Mr, MARTIN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I
have served on the pay subcommittee of
the Military Affairs Committee for about

+ 8 years. We have had before us all of
that time the need for revision of the
pay schedule for the Army. We made a
moderate revision in 1942, Our recent
interest and study of pay revision came
to a head very abruptly with the con-
sideration of the building of a postwar
Army. Consequently, the subcommittee
has speeded up its work in the matter of
readjusting the pay schedule for the en-
tire Army at this time. That accounts
for this bill coming out just now. It
has been long and carefully and rather
tediously studied by the subcommittee
having this responsibility. The last big
revision in the base pay was in 1¢08. The
last big revision in the matter of allow-
ances was in 1922, A moderate adjust-
ment of pay was made in 1942, This
now comes as an effort on the part of
the committee having the study of the
pay schedule for the armed forces under
consideration to build up successfully an
appeal to both enlisted men and officers
for the making of our postwar Army,
Navy, and Marine Corps.

I did not draft this bill, although I
have studied it and compared it care-
fully with many other proposed bills.
Therefore I can say that those on the
committee who actually drafted this bill
have done what I consider the best job
which has yet been done in the field of
pay legislation during my time in Con-
gress. I can endorse this bill very en-
thusiastically, and I predict it will have
a far-reaching effect in inducing men to
join the Army voluntarily as privates,
and look forward to promotion with some
comparable rate of return to that which
they could get in industry, agriculture,
or business.

In the ranks of officers, the bill offers
some inducement to keep the highly
qualified officer material in the Army just
now when we are trying to rebuild our
officer personnel.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr.
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARTIN of Towa. I yield.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The gentleman
spoke of increases in pay. What was the
pay of a private before the war?

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. At the open-
ing of the war, for the first 4 months’
service, they were paid $21. A private
was given $30 for the next 8 months'
service, and $40 after 1 year of service.
In 1942 Public Law 607 of the Seventy-
seventh Congress raised the pay of pri-
vate to $50.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. There evident-
ly has been an increase since 1908 and
1922 in the compensation of buck
privates.

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. That is true.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. This is perma-
nent law, is it not?

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. Yes.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. You raise that
pay from $21 to §75?

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. No; from $50
to $75 by this proposed legislation. The
increase to $50 was made in June 1942,

Mr. Speaker, I have always opposed
conscription for military service in peace-
time and I voted against the extension

Speaker,
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of the draft today after having opposed
it in the Committee on Military Affairs
and on the House floor during the de-
bate thereon. It is my sincere belief that
a fair and equitable adjustment of the
pay of our soldiers and sailors and ma-
rines, such as provided in this bill, will
go far in building up our armed forces
by voluntary enlistment. This method
of building our Army, Navy, and Marine
Corps in peacetime is infinitely better
than the continuation of compulsory
military service, and I sincerely hope
that this pay adjustment will be speedily
enacted into law and that the results will
be reflected by such an increase in our
voluntary enlistments that we can dis-
card the draft and compulsory military
service forever except in time of actual
war.

In event of further hostilities or our
involvement in another war, Congress

. can very speedily enact legislation to re-

establish the draft. As I stated in the
debate on the draft-extension bill April
12, Parliament enacted legislation estab-
lishing compulsory military service the
same day that Britain declared war on
Germany, September 3, 1939. Congress
can do the same whenever the need
arises. Our obligation to the American
people in peacetime is to keep our Na-
tion adequately prepared and at the same
time protect our cifizens against the en-
croachment of militarism. In my opin-
ion, the pay adjustment provided by this
bill is a very important and sound step
toward building our armed forces to ade-
quate strength by volunteer enlistments.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Iowa has expired.

Mr. SPAREMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. KLEIN]. :

Mr. ELEIN, Mr. Speaker, I am in fa-
vor of this bill and shall so vote. I take
this time, however, to explain why I
voted “no” on the so-called extension of
the Szlective Service Act. In my opinion,
it is nothing more than legislative mum-
bo jumbo. It does not mean a thing. It
is not a draft bill. It does not draft any-
body. If we had to depend on the word-
ing of the bill, we would have no Army
and no one would come into the Army.
Those who have served overseas in haz-
ardous duties would not be given the
justly earned discharges. Therefore, I
voted against that bill. I favor this bill.
I hope this bill will have the desired
effect, but I also hope we get a better bill
out of the conference between the Sen-
ate and the House. I hope the Senate
passes a bill that will really be a draft
bill that we can support.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from New York has expired.

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gentle-
man from South Dakota [Mr. Casgl.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Appendix in two
instances and include certain articles.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from South
Dakota?

There was no objection.
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Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re-
vise and extends the remarks I am about
to make.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from South
Deakota.

There was no objection.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Speaker, today I am introducing a bill to
create a United States Foreign Legion.
Admittedly the idea springs from that of
the famous French Foreign Legion and is
prompted by a desire to make sure that
the United States will have an adequate
military force to do the large overseas
police job to which our country has been
committed.

Under the terms of the bill as I have
written it the United States Foreign Le-
gion could enlist 500,000 men not na-
tionals of the United States, who would
have a special status in the military
forces of the United States. I believe
that large a force or as many thereof as
were wanted by the Secretary of War
could be recruited quickly.

The bill proposes that these men be
enlisted for not less than 5 years to serve
anywhere in the world at the pay rate
of a United States citizen soldier serving
in continental United States. In other
words, there would be no additional
amount paid for overseas service, since
many of these men would be serving in
a climate and under conditions natural
to them.

The members of the Foreign Legion
would serve under the normal peacetime
service benefits of the American soldier.
In other words, they would not become
entitled to the benefits of the so-called
GI bill, nor would they receive any en-
titlement for disability benefits except
when service-connected.

A desire to share in the establishment
of peace and the normal rate of pay, 1
am convinced, Mr. Speaker, would at-
tract a full recruitment of that portion
of the authorized strength which the Sec-
retary of War at any time desired.

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker,
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I yield.

Mr. MURDOCK. Would the gentle-
man’s bill provide American citizenship
for those serving in the Foreign Legion?

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. The bill
provides that after enlistment and 5
years of honorable service the soldier
shall be entitled to apply for citizenship
under section 724 of the Nationality Act
of 1940 which establishes procedure for
persons who have served 3 years in the
regular forces.

Properly presented, to homeless and
hungry people around the world, a For-
eign Legion of the United States would
probably attract a larger number than
the authorized strength and they would
do a good job.

The French Foreign Legion has writ-
ten remarkable history, and I expect with
the permission of the House to place in
the Recorp two articles on the achieve-
ments of that famous organization which
were published a few years ago on the
occasion of its hundredth anniversary.

There are some special features in the
bill which I will briefly mention, but I

will
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suggest that the text of the bill itself
will answer many guestions that may be
raised.

I propose that the United States For-
eign Legion be officered, above the rank of
major at least, by officers of the Regular
Army especially detailed to that service.
Officers below the rank of major would
temporarily, at least, also come from the
Regular Army but the incentive of pro-
motion in the noncommissioned grades
and of warrant officers in a limited num-
ber, would be authorized as an incentive
for enlistment and achievement.

I specifically propose that during their
5 years of enlistment, the members of
the Foreign Legion shall receive indoc-
trination in the ideals of the United
States, and that after 5 years of hon-
orable service a member might apply for
naturalization in accordance with sec-
tion 724 of the Nationality Act of 1940
which establishes procedure for persons
who have served 3 years in the regular
services.

Of the 500,000 men in the authorized
strength, I propose that not more than
one-fifth at any one time can be of the
same nationality. This, of course, could
be modified if thought desirable.

Mr. Speaker, in the critical situation
now confronting our armed services, I
urge early consideration of this bill:

A bill to create a United States Foreign

Legion

CREATION OF UNITED STATES FOREIGN LEGION

SectioN 1. That there is hereby created
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of
‘War, subject to the orders of President of the
United States as Commander in Chief, a spe-
clal military force consisting of officers and
men of any nationality, other than nationals
of the United States except as provided In
section 2, not more than one-fifth of whom at
any one time shall be of a single nationality,
to be known and designated as the United
States Foreign Legion (hereinafter referred
to as the Legion). ’

OFFICERS

SEC. 2. (a) The Secretary of War is au-
thorized to make such rules and regulations
as may be required for commissioning offi-
cers for the Legion. The number of such
officers shall not exceed 40,000 and no officer
commissioned in the Legion shall hold any
rank above that of major.

(b) The Secretary of War is authorized to
detail as many officers above the rank of
major from the Regular Army for service
with the Legion as may be required,

WARRANT OFFICERS

£Ec, 3. The total number of warrant offi-

cers in the Legion shall not exceed 1,000,
ENLISTED FORCE

SEC. 4, The total number of enlisted men
in the Legion shall not exceed 450,000 to be
recruited under regulations prescribed by the
Becretary of War,

ORGANIZATION

Bec. 5. (a) The Secretary of War shall
cause the Legion to be organized, composed,
and governed along lines as nearly identical
as practical to those now or hereafter em-
ployed with respect to the Regular Army ex-
cept that the uniform of the Legion shall
have some distinctive patch, marking, or
insignia prescribed by the Secretary of War
to distinguish it from those of the Regular
Army,

(b) The officers and enlisted men of the
Legion shall be subject to the Articles of
War and Army Regulations and shall have
all the rights, benefits, and duties granted
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or imposed by law upon officers and enlisted
men of the Regular Army, exXcept the fol-
lowing:

(1) Officers and enlisted men of the Le-
glon may be required to serve anywhere in
the world at any time with no additional pay
for overseas service;

(2) Officers and enlisted men of the Le-
glon shall not be entitled to any benefits
under the Servicemen's Readjustment Act
of 1944, as amended, by virtue of service in
the Legion,

(3) Officers of the Leglon shall have com-
mand functions with respect to subordinates
within the Legion only and shall not have
any command functions with respect to per-
sonnel in other armed forces of the United
States unless specifically authorized by com-
petent authority in special cases so to do;

(4) Enlisted men shall be enlisted for a
term of 5 yzars, but shall be eligible for dis-
charge after 3 years upon application with
such physical and other gualifications for
either enlistment or discharge at any time as
the Secretary of War may prescribe; and

(5) The Secretary of War may exempt the

from such Army regulations and make
such other regulations applicable to the
Legion as may be necessary.
NATURALIZATION

SEc. 6. (a) A person who has served hanor-
ably at any time in the Legion for § years or
more, and who, if ted from such serv-
ice, was separated under honorable condi-
tions may be naturalized in accordance with
the procedure provided in section 724 of the
Nationality Act of 1940 (U. 8. C., 1940 ed,,
title 8, sec. 724).

(b) Buch person may be required to com-
ply with such tests with regard to speaking
and writing in the English language as the
judge having jurisdiction of the naturaliza-
tion proceeding may require.

INDOCTRINATION IN AMERICAN IDEALS

Sec. 7. Members of the Legion shall be in-
doctrinated in the ideals of the United Btates
in courses prescribed by the Secretary of War.
UNITED STATES ARMY TO ASSIST IN ORGANIZATION

OF LEGION

Bec. 8. The Secretary of War is authorized
to employ such officers and enlisted men from
the Regular Army as may be required for the
organization, training, and indoctrination of
the Legion.

SHORT TITLE

Sec. 9. This act may be cited as the United
Btates Foreign Leglon Act.

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
man from Kansas [Mr. ScrRIVNER].

Mr. SCRIVNER. Mr. Speaker, I am
somewhat puzzled by the situation facing
us today, as we are called upen to con-
sider this hastily advanced measure, to
which no amendments can be offered,
and upon which debate is so limited. In
the first place, I wonder what the fight-
ing soldiers will think about raising the
pay of men doing occupational duty? I
recall full well 27 years ago when I, an
enlisted man, returned from the muck,
mire, and hospitals of France. I know
what I would have thought if I had been
told that the occupation troops were
going to be paid at 50 percent more than
we who did the fighting had been getting.
I would have thought I had been unfairly
treated. I think you are extending an
open invitation to make this retroac-
tive—retroactive possibly to September
16, 1940, when our men began training.

Just a week or so ago we refused sal-
ary percentage increases for civilian em-
ployees of the Government in the upper
brackets. I notice in this bill, however,
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that the brigadier general gets an in-
crease of $600 a year and a major gen-
eral gets $800. I do not think that is
necessary to encourage enlistments or
Army service, the purported purpose of
this measure. If men stay in the Army
long enough to reach those grades they
are in until retirement age. This in-
crease applies to the retirement pay, too.

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SCRIVNER. Not at present.

Not only that; I was recently interested
in reading a booklet, NRB-50148, put out
by the United States Navy in which they
set out the-advantages in naval service
over civilian life. On page 11 they point
out that a lieutenant, junior grade, will
actually be getting the equivalent of
$6,314 total income as compared with a
$4,111 income for civilians.

They go on to show all of the benefits,
such as medical care and travel pay for
dependents, ship store facilities, leave
with pay, travel opportunities, club priv-
ileges, partial exemption from income
tax, and retirement that would cost a
civilian $1,500 a year. The pamphlet
concludes by saying in substance, that
this service is so much better than any-
thing you can get in civilian life that
there should be no question about what
a man should do. I have also seen some
of the material sent out by the War De-
partment in reference to enlisted men
and if what the Army says in the pros-
pectus is true, this bill is not entirely nec-
essary. The picture they paint is so
bright, filled as it is with potential op-
portunities, that increased pay such as
provided in this measure may be much
greater than necessary to get the desired
results.

I will state frankly that men during
wartime do not receive any more than
they are entitled to. You cannot pay
fighting men the full worth of their serv-
ices. I just wonder if possibly this could
have been given a little bit different view,
a little different presentation if less haste
had been shown.

Mr, BUCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. ECRIVNER. I yield to the gentle-
man from New York.

Mr. BUCK. I have been listening very
attentively for an estimate of the total
cost of this measure. Has the gentleman
any idea what that is going to be?

Mr. SCRIVNER. I have no idea and
I see no figures in the report that would
indicate what the total cost may be for
the present, but I am again suggesting
that you have opened up wide an invita-
tion for a bill to be made retroactive
probably back to 1940 when these other
men went into the service.

Mr. BUCK. We are in effect writing
a blank check?

Mr. SCRIVNER. We might conclude
that is true.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Kansas has expired.

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as he may de-
sire to the gentleman from New York
[Mr. KEARNEY].

Mr. KEARNEY. Mr. Speaker, in sup-
porting H. R. 6084, a bill to amend the
Pay Readjustment Act of 1942, as
amended, I am motivated by several rea-
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sons. In my support of this bill I do so
even though opposed to the inclusion of
the 50 percent additional flying pay for
officers of general officer grade. This I
believe to be all out of proportion to the
increases of the several grades, both en-
listed and commissioned.

We are facing a crucial period in our
national defense. Rapid demobilization
of our armed forces has made all
branches practically a shell of the great
efficiency and powerful hitting force we
had during the war lately concluded.

We are now endeavoring to recruit by
voluntary methods the forces necessary
to our national defense. We have seen,
since this recruiting campaign was com-
menced, an alarming drop in monthly
enlistments.

This pay bill represents a step in the
right direction and will encourage young
men, ambitious and of good character,
who are anxious to make the armed serv-
ices their life's career.

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH],

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I
shall not repeat upon this occasion the
observation which I made 2 days ago
while the extension of the draft bill was
under consideration with respect to the
lack of certainty that a raise in pay will
produce very much of an increase in the
number of volunteers.

There is one element in the Army and
Navy pay schedules with which I have
been concerned for some time, and which,
I am sorry to say, is not touched upon
in this bill. I refer to flight pay. As
most of you know, the law reads today
that every officer in the Army, the Navy,
and the Marine Corps who qualifies as a
flying officer, no matter what his rank,
receives a 50-percent increase over his
base pay. Now, I do not deny for one
moment that officers in the lower grades
in the Army Air Corps and naval avia-
tion who take great risks might well be
generously treated with respect to flying
pay. Occasionally officers over the field
grade take similar risks and occasion-
ally even general officers and rear ad-
mirals, perhaps, take such risks, but
very, very seldom.

I had hoped that the Committee on
Military Affairs would give some consid-
eration to revising the flight-pay increase
and had it been in order on this occa-
sion I would have offered an amendment
to this bill to the effect that the general
officers of the Army and the correspond-
ing ranks in the Navy and Marine Corps,
brigadier generals and major generals,
should not receive flight pay higher than
20 percent of their base pay instead of
the 50 percent that they are receiving
now. Under the law as it is today a
brigadier general of the Air Corps or a
rear admiral of naval aviation gets a
base pay of $6,000 and an additional
$3,000 for being a flight officer, raising
the total to $9,000, making his pay higher
than that of a major general.

Mr, Speaker, I hope that the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs will give serious
consideration to this matter because I
do not think we are justified in contin-
uing this extraordinarily high flight pay
for officers of the highest ranks,
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Mr, NORBLAD. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Oregon.

Mr. NORBLAD. As the gentleman
knows, I have just concluded serving 3
years in the Army Air Corps. I agree
with the gentleman’s remarks, although
personally I feel that flight pay should
be removed and eliminated altogether.

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman
would go farther than I would at this
time, but sconer or later, may I say, and
it may take some years, there will have
to be a leveling off of the pay schedules
of the several branches of the two serv-
ices.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from New York has expired.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr, Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. BiemitLer] such time as he may
desire.

Mr. BIEMILLER. Mr. Speaker, I am
interested above all things in seeing that
this. Nation has an Army adequate in
numbers and in training to defend
our national interests abroad. Such an
Army should in my opinion be made up
of enthusiastic volunteers, men who like
Army life and are suited to it, men with
the moral stamina to withstand the dull
routine of occupation duties and yet
ready for military activities if necessary.

Service in such an Army is an honor-
able career and should be given an hon-
orable reward. Many men who made
fine soldiers and want to stay in the
Army do not feel it fair to their families
or themselves to do so under present con-
ditions of pay and retirement. They
would be eager to enlist if they were sure
of adequate pay.

I think our country will be best repre-
sented abroad by a force of mature dis-
ciplined men who are satisfied with Army
life rather than by a group of unwilling
conscript youngsters. While young boys
make excellent combat troops, they are
totally unsuited to garrison duty in a
hostile country. Temptations surround
them on all sides. We are unfair to our
young people and to our country in ask-
ing them to take over duties for which
they are not equipped. General Eisen-
hower himself has said that young lads
make poor occupation troops. ;

It is my belief that adoption of this
increase will draw enough volunteers to
the Army that we can safely do away
with the peacetime conscription of young
boys, who can serve their country better
by continuing their education or learning
a trade. Educators and industrial lead-
ers assure us that this country will soon
suffer severely from the shortage of
trained men caused by our drafting al-
most all boys of eollege age for the past
few years.

If we continue our present policy, we
run a chance of making poor soldiers out
of potentially good chemists, doctors,
tool makers, and at the same time de-
priving ourselves of good soldiers who
cannot return to their chosen career be-
cause the pay is too low. Pass this bill
and the individuals and the country both
benefit.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr, PHILBIN].
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Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, the chief
trouble with this bill is that it was not
adopted prior to the enactment of the
draft-extension law.

This is an extremely complicated and
technical matter. We must congratulate
and thank the distinguished gentleman
from Louisiana [Mr. Brooxs]l and his
subcommittee for their painstaking and
arduous work in studying and formulat-
ing this measure. I do not believe for
one moment that this is a perfeet bill. In
some respects it may have to be revised
and perfected and enlarged at a later
date.

But its provision for paying attractive
compensations to our armed services and
thus stimulating recruitment and volun-
tary enlistments in peacetime will al-
most certainly result in raising an ade-
quate army in the relatively near future
and thus obviate the necessity—if such
ever existed in the light of the 800,000
voluntary enlistments in the Army alone
since October 1945—of continuing the
peacetime draft; that restraint upon the
liberties and welfare of our young men;
that montrously undemocratic challenge
to our free way of life.

I will support this measure believing
that pay rates and related matters may
be more equitably adjusted as we go
along and also believing that it will af-
ford satisfactory opportunities and in-
ducements for many of our young men
to join our regular volunteer professional
Army.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr, Speaker, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gentle-
man from California [Mr. DoYLE].

A VOLUNTEER AND RESPECTAELY PAID ARMY IS
BASICALLY SOUND—NOT A CONECRIFTED ARMY
IN PEACE
Mr, DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, the well-

known fact on this floor, that within a

few minutes there would be brought to

the floor the pay-increase hill for the

Army, is the chief contributing factor

which reasoned with me that my vote

should be “aye” on the draft bill a few
minutes ago.

But, as the evidence clearly showed
that with this pay bill, there should be
no need of any drafted army, the draft
bill itself should become an antique so
far as need is concerned.

Yet, I felt that if there was an urgent
need suddenly existent and that, for any
reason, the volunteer method did not
measure up, then not only our national
security but the peace of the world might
be endangered or even lost.

No man feels more opposed than do I
to any peacetime draft of men of any
age. But the objectives for which my
own son gave his life in this war and
for which millions of other loved sons
died, are not yet achieved. Full peace is
not yet here. It must yet be fully won.
The world is not yet settled down to
settle up. We must work for peace as
we worked every hour to win the war.

The UN needs time to function.
Man'’s heart and reason is not yet estab-
lished for enduring peace in all nations
sufficiently to warrant immediate aban-
donment of necessary police and occu-
pancy army forces,

I hate war and everything in connec-
tion with it, The need of military is
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repugnant to my whole being. But I
must be realistic as I believe the facts
to be at this time.

No bill would have had my support if
it had included youth under 21. Nor
would an immediate draft provision.
But with 6 months’ delay and with this
sensible pay increase, authorities say no
draft will be used.

And this pay bill should mean less
need of any sort of military training
which would border on too much stress
thereupon. For with the pay decently
attractive, it should attract men who
want to make the Army a career. This
being so, there should be less need of the
sort of military training that thinks in
terms of taking our youth out of the
normal home and school relationships
for a year. More than ever, with this
pay bill passed and enacted into law,
youth desirous of so doing will find at-
tractive pay for their Army incentive.
Our youth can get enough military
training in connection with and as part
of their everyday school, ROTC, Na-
tional Guard, summer and special
camps, and other similar experience.
Federal and State and local units must
all cooperate and coordinate so that no
break in normal educational ambitions
and advantages are experienced.

General Eisenhower said he would
rather have a volunteer army than a
drafted one. Well, that is what he will
now have. For, the decent pay bill just
passed will give him the volunteer army,
with the draft only in the rarest of ex-
tremities. He said we must not gamble
with the peace of the world and I agree
with him. America must work and pray
for peace in the world. She must re-
main strong enough now to assume and
promptly discharge her part of the UN
obligations throughout the world—with
force if needs be—until this world neigh-
borhood learns to live by the rules of
conduct set by the Prince of Peace.

With this pay bill and by eliminating
the 18-year-old lads, adults who choose
the Army with decent pay, will soon be
replacing the boys and fathers now in
occupational zones in foreign lands. I
want those lads and those fathers home
at the earliest possible moment and urge
the earliest possible moving along to the
Senate of this bill.

Let us get these boys home for col-
lege, in September term if not before,
and let us get these fathers overseas
home, too. Send the volunteers as re-
placements at the earliest possible date.

The pay increases are, what the com-
mittee said, large enough to obtain all
necessary volunteer soldiers. Good. Get
it to functioning at the earliest pos-
sible date. Get every boy and man home
who does not voluntarily want to
stay, at the earliest date possible. Fill
his shoes and place with a well paid
dignified American volunteer who is in
the armed forces in peacetime from his
own choice, freely and voluntarily made.

Meantime, let us pull and pray and
work some more for an enduring world
peace, =

Let us give UN our every prayer and
good will.

Mr. SPAREKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
North Carolina [Mr, DurHAM].
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Mr. DURHAM. Mr. Speaker, I agree
with the gentleman from New York on
this so-called hazardous pay. I think
we should correct it as soon as possible,
Certainly I, as a member of the com-
mittee, will do anything I can to help
correct it. I think it should be adjusted
on what we feel is a fair and equitable
basis. We all know, of course, the pri-
mary purpose for bringing this bill out
at this time. Some of the members,
as well as officials of the War Depart-
ment, were worried on account of the
fact that the soldiers at the present time
can get so much more pay on the outside
than they can in their regular line of
duty in the Army that we had to do
something in the way of incentive to get
them to volunteer. I hope that it will
have its desired results. I think, per-
haps, that the pay of a private could
have been raised a little higher than the
bill indicates at the present time. But
you all realize that a pay bill is a very
difficult thing to work out on an equitable
basis. The committee has done what I
think is a good job, and I am supporting
this measure with the hope that we can
secure sufficient volunteers so as to meet
our commitments and get the Army on a
volunteer basis as soon as possible.

Mr, SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
8 minutes to the gentleman from Louisi-
ana [Mr. Brooxs].

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, it so hap-
pens that I was chairman of the subcom-
mittee that wrote the presently consid-
ered pay bill and I want to assure the
gentleman from New York who has just
spoken that the committee has given
thought to the matter of flying pay. It
expects to give much more thought to
that matter in the future. It so hap-
pens that now we are confronted with
the proposition of obtaining enough en-
listed men for the Army, the Navy, and
the Marine Corps during this critical re-
conversion period. The committee in its
deliberations felt that it should not take
any action which might hurt the recruit-
ment program which is now under way
but that our actions should be devoted,
so far as possible, to aiding in the work
of increasing enlistments of men in the
Army and the Navy so that we can soon
approach the time when we will have a
completely volunteer Army and Navy
and will not have to use the terms of a
draft act or any other forcible means
to get the men we need ih the Army and
the Navy of the United States.

Mr, Speaker, briefly speaking, the bill
under consideration does one thing. It
raises the pay of the enlisted grades, be-
ginning at the private soldier, which is
raised 50 percent, and tapering off down
through the enlistment grades up into
the commissioned grades to a low of 10
percent increase.

Someone will ask, Why this action
when one of the prime purposes of the
committee was to increase enlistment in
the Army so as to obviate the necessity
of taking men into the service through
selective service? The reason is appar-
ent when you study the pay act of the
Army, the Navy, and the Marine Corps.
Through a period of years this pay act
has been built up. It is intensely tech-
nical. I was chairman of the subcom-
mittee which, in 1942, wrote the-amend-
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ment of that year to the pay act, and
I am happy to say that most of the same
men were on the subcommittee at that
time who officiated in that subcommittee
action at the present time,.

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BROOKS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Missouri.

Mr. SHORT. May I congratulate
the gentleman from Louisiana and the
other members of the subcommittee?
I think not only all the members of the
Committee on Military Affairs but the
entire membership of the House owe a
great debt of gratitude to the gentlemen
who worked so long, faithfully, and hard
to bring out this splendid bill, which I
am sure will pass overwhelmingly.

Mr. BROOKS. On behalf of the whole
subcommittee, I thank the gentleman
very much.

Mr, PHILBIN, Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BROOKS. I yield to the gentle~
man from Massachusetts. -

Mr. PHILBIN. I second the senti-
ments so ably expressed by my distin-
guished colleague from Missouri.

Mr. BROOKS. Ithank the gentleman
very much.

Pursuing the thought on which I had
begun, the act is intensely technical.
When you change one feature of it you
may throw out of joint another feature
which you did not intend to disturb.
For instance, when we raised the pay of
a private second class in the Army from
$50 to $75 a month, immediately the pay
of the private first class was affected
because by raising the pay of the private
second class, or the buck private, 50 per-
cent we were paying him more than the
private first class. When we raised the
pay of the private first class from $54 to
$80 a month, we found we were inter-
fering with the pay of the corporal,
Therefore, we had to start at the very
bottom and adjust the pay on a sliding
scale upward. In doing so I think I can
state the view of the committee that our
idea was to begin with a 50-percent in-
crease for the buck private and to taper
off to a 10-percent increase for the
higher commissioned officers.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BROOKS. I yield to my distin-
guished colleague from Mississippi for a
question.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. May I ask the
gentleman if his committee heard any
testimony from so-called buck privates
and people in the class of buck privates
that in their opinion the increase in sal-
ary would stimulate enlistments?

Mr. BROOKS. We did not hear from
them. May I say modestly to the gen-
tleman from Mississippi that I, myself,
was a buck private in the First World
War and I know something about the life
of an enlisted man.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I know, but
when we pass on legislation such as this
we want to know what testimony there
was from buck privates that an increase
in their compensation from $50 to $75
would stimulate enlistments, in their
opinion, and they are the ones who do
the enlisting.
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Mr. BROOKS. We have this evidence,
that when we originally increased the
pay from $30, which was the pay in the
First World War for a private, second
class, to $50 in this World War, it stimu-
lated enlistments. Every time we have
raised the pay a stimulus has been given
to the enlistment of enlisted men. We
also had the testimony of representatives
of the Army, the Navy, and the Marine
Corps to the same effect, that by raising
this pay substantially for the enlisted
men we would get more volunteers and
it will help to solve our troubles.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I appreciate
the gentleman’s answer, but, with all due
deference, I think the selective service,
the drafting of these men, had a lot
more to do with the matter than increas-
ing the pay.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Louisiana has expired. .

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to place in the Rec-
orDp at this point two tables showing the
increase all along the line of the pay
schedule for the enlisted men and the
commissioned officers.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Loui-
siana?

There was no objection.

The tables are as follows:

Pay of enlisted personnel under pay read-
justment act and H. R. 6084

Grade

Proposed monthly
base pay
Approximate per-
centage of increase

Present monthly
base pay

1, Master sergeant, first sergeant;

chief petty officer (Navy) l.....| $138] §1 20

echnical sergeant; petty officer
first class (Navy) Voo oomoaaeaas 114 1 20

3, Btaff sergeant, technician third

ade; petty officer second class
nwg’i ______________________ €6 115 20

4, Sergeant, technician  fourth

grade; petty officer third class
by e el $78| $100f 30

5, Corporal, technician fifth grade;
seaman first class (Navy)__.....| €6 £0| 40

6, Private first class; seaman second
elass (NAVY) oo simocnaaas &4 50

7. Private; apprentice seaman
5y £ e SRR e e LA EDI 75 50

1 Chief petty officer acting appointment (Navy);
present monthly base pay, $126; proposed monthly base
pay, $150; approximate percent of increase, 20,

Pay of commissioned officers under pay re-
adjustment act and as proposed by H. R.
6084

i 0 o
29
s |2, 2
82|85 |E%
A B
Grade X Ba log §
2 § % =5
248 | 88 |as8
g | g |88
B~ T
General of the Army; fleet admiral
e e s S U G R #8, 000|$8, 800/ 10
General; admiral (Navy)o-...-. ----| & 000 8,800 10
Lisutenant general: viee admiral
(455 3 i P D, 8,000) 8,800) 10
Major general; rear admiral (upper
halfyNavY) L il s &, 000] 8, 80O 10
Brigadier general; rear admiral
(lower hall) (NAVY)-meeamearanan- 6, 600 10
Colonel; captain (Navy) 4, 400 10
Lieutenant colonel; commander
B PRt 3, 500 3, 850 10
Mﬁur; lientenant commander
(Navy) SReE 3,000/ 3,300 10
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Pay of commissioned officers wunder pay
readjustment act and as proposed by
H. R. 6084—Continued

7 [7 [z
Ex|Ex e
Grade gé 2% |o g%
(=%
& g |=RE
Py P <
Captain; lieutenant (Navy).._..._.|$2,400/$2, 640, 10
First lieutenant; lieutenant (junior
grade) (Navy)....._____..._____| 2,000 2 400 20
Second lieutenant; ensign (Navy)...| 1, 800} 2, 160 20

Pay of warrant officers under pay readjust-
ment act and as proposed by H. R. 6084

Masters and chief engineers, Army
Mine Planter Service. ... ... $2, 400/$2, 640 10
Chief warrant officers; commis-
sioned warrant officers with less
than 10 years service (Navy)_._.|.2 10| 2 520| 20
Commissioned warrant officers of
Navy, Marine Corps and Coast
Guard after 10 years’ service with
a creditable record. ... ...
Commissioned warrant officers of
the Navy, Marine Corps, and
Coast Guard after 20 years’ service
with a creditable record........._

2,400 2,640, 10

3,000] 3, 300 10

1, 950/ 2, 340, 20
Warrant officers (junior grade) and
flight officers of the Army; war-
rant officers of the Navy; and
second mates and second assistant

eers, Army Mine Planter
Bervice.

1,800( 2,160, 20

(Under present law, pay and allowances of warrant
officers are limited to $458.33 per month, Under H. R.
6084 pay and allowances of warrant officers would be
limited to $550 per month.)

Mr. SPAREMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as he may desire to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Lynpon B.
JOHNSON].

Mr, LYNDON B. JOHNSON. Mr.
Speaker, this Congress has the finest
record of any legislative body in its at-
titude toward creating and maintaining
a civilian army.

Ours was the best fed army in the
world.

Our men had the finest possible medi-
cal care.

They were given the best educational
facilities.

You could multiply these examples of
our “bests,” and when you put them all
together they spell out the finest aggre-
gation of fighting men the world has
ever known.

But we, the Congress, cannot rest on
those laurels. We must move forward.
We have done many things; many things
remain to be done.

Mr, Speaker, the civilian soldier an-
ticipating his discharge is the world’s
happiest man. He has been told of his
Government's plans: Of the GI bill of
rights; of the provisions for borrowing
money for a business; of his priorities
in constructing a home; of his oppor-
tunities to get surplus properties for his
farm or business, He anticipates that
the home folks will look upon him—well,
if not as a hero, at least with words of
appreciation.

The soldier turned civilian finds the
streets are not paved with gold. His
path, in fact, is strewn with stones. The
stalwart aid promised him by the Gov-
ernment to help him catch up in the
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business of living turns into the flimsiest
of crutches.

Mr. Speaker, for fear my words may
be misunderstood, let me say that this
Congress and the United States Govern-
ment, and that, sir, means the people of
the United States, have done a wonder-
ful job. We created from scratch the
finest force of fighting men this world
has ever known. Its merit was proved
on the blood-red field of battle. Our sol-
diers were the best-fed, the best-cared-
for troops on the face of this war-ravaged
old earth.

But in creating that fighting force, we
dislocated the lives and futures of some
15,000,000 men. Now we come face to
face with our promises to those men. We
promised that the Government would do
everything within its power to see that
those men whose lives were dislocated
would be given the chance to catch vp
with their luckier fellow citizens.

Mr. Speaker, you once told me words
that I have never forgotten and never
shall forget so long as I have a voice on
this floor. You told me the Congressman
has an easy job during time of war be-
cause the function of the Congress is to
delegate the necessary power and pro-
vide the necessary money for the prose-
cution of the war. But during the times
of peace the Congressman must himself
decide what is best for his country. That
is what I have been trying to do with
respect to those 15,000,000 men whose
lives were dislocated through no fault of
their own. These men are not asking for
special privileges. They ask only that
they be put on an even footing with the
rest of the people of the Nation who,
during the war, got a long head start on
them. And my only purpose is to re-

- mind you that no matter how hard the
decisions may be to make, we, the Con-
gress, should now set ourselves to solve
those problems of the veteran with the
same speed with which we solved the
problems of war. Some of our solutions
may be wrong, as they were in the war;
but at least we will have had the satis-
faction of having done our best.

Nearly 6 months ago I visited in my
central Texas district when the first
wave of returnees were attempting to
find their places in civilian life. I talked
to these men. Since that time their
story, with’minor variations, has been
told countless times. One is of the vet-
<£ran who planned to return to the farm.
He spotted equipment he needed at a
nearby Army camp. The camp was slat-
ed for deactivation, the material was
surplus. He filed on that machinery.
He inspected it every day, anticipating
it would be his before time for fall plow-
ing. Then that machinery suddenly dis-

appeared, and he was advised it would be .

for sale at a camp hundreds of miles
away. Another is of vets who went to
Army vehicle sales and found the best
buys already grabbed up by dealers. All
of these things happened 6 months ago.
Six months. Six months is a century to
a man who already counts four lost years.
I heard these tales when their telling
was novel. I came back to Washington
and introduced a bill to state clearly the
veteran’s priority. It was the first of
such bills. Six long months have passed.
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Today our CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD is filled
daily with stories of the disappointment,
the disillusion, of veterans trying to buy
surplus materials. 8ix months are lost;
surplus property is melting away; thou-
sands upon thousands of veterans have
become resentful and suspicious of their
Government.

Let us consider the case of the young
soldiers who hoped to complete an in-
terrupted education. The GI bill stated
their rights, how much the Government
would contribute to their support. We,
the people, had a double stake in GI edu-
cation. Unless these boys return to
school and complete their courses, this
Nation may be, in another 10 or 20 years,
faced with a serious shortage of trained
personnel. The GI confidently boarded
a train and rode down to Austin, where
the University of Texas is located. Across
the Nation GI's were riding trains to
university cities. What did they find?
They found college communities caught
flat-footed. Strained by 4 years of no
construction, these cities were and are
bulging at the seams. Community ef-
forts were not enough; homes could not
be conjured out of hats like a magician’s
rabbit. And in a misguided moment the
executive department had permitted
building materials to flow into mnight
clubs instead of homes, They planned
too little and too late.

How many veterans were turned away
from the doorways of colleges none can
tell you. Too often the GI met frus-
tration, indifference, or downright re-
buff where academics were cloistered in
ivied towers. Even those who found a
roof for their heads had trouble at first
in getting food for their bodies. Be-
cause our Government likewise was un-
prepared, and educational allotments
were delayed in coming. Belatedly, the
country awoke to the housing crisis. Too
late for many disillusioned young men
who went back to their homes, too little
housing to go around was provided. Re-
cently our National Housing Adminis-
trator courageously moved to channel
construction materials to the veterans.
I read in the confidential news letters,
written in Washington by those wise
enough to read our minds and rash
enough to prediet our actions, that the
Congress will enact the administration’s
housing program. I pray that the com-
pleted program does not come too late,
nor prove too little.

There would be little point in a recital
of the past except to explain the present
and explore the future. Meeting disil-
lusion on every side, the soldier turned
civilian is now making his voice heard in
the land. You need no more than a
speaking acquaintance with human na-
ture to understand, for instance, why the
ex-enlisted man now decides that, as
compared with the officer, the enlisted
man got the short end of the stick. The
officer represented authority. He was
the symbol of that Government we were
defending. The GI finds he was looking
at civilian life through rose-colored
glasses; his disillusion turns to resent-
ment, and that resentment is vented upon
the symbol of authority—the officer.
The enlisted man is saying that he is
fed up.

APRIL 15

Down in my district there is published
a lively country weekly called the Luling
Newsboy. They are just small-town
folks down there—the foot soldier armies
of this and every other war. R. E. Bailey
is the editor. His son, Ray Balley, was
a corporal in the Army. A few days ago
this former corporal boiled over, and his
daddy printed what Ray wrote. Let me
read you some excerpts from it. He
starts out:

Our brass hats wonder why their recruiting
programs are serlously lagging. The average
GI can give them an answer. They're fed up!

They are fed up with being stepped on and
being discriminated against—with having to
bow and scrape to a privileged few,

Then this ex-GI from Luling con-
tinues:

Both the Army and the Navy are admin-
istered on the theory that enlisted men are
not fit to use the same sanitary facilities as
officers. The lowly enlisted man is not even
entitled to the same justice as officers. The
enlisted man is confined on bread and water
for a minor offense. The officer is confined
to his sumptuous quarters. I know of one
incident where an officer was sentenced to the
terrible punishment of not rating a salute
from enlisted men for 60 days.

I am told that cruel and unusual pun-
ishment, such as any interference with
rations, is barred by Army regulations.
After reading that sorry story of Lich-
field, I am more inclined to accept the
word of this Texas corporal on bread and
water punishment. Then this Luling,
Tex., boy goes on:

I saw two enlisted men thrown off a state-
side plane from the Aleutian Islands to make
room for a colonel's luggage. When I was in
Alaska, cargo space was too critical to ship in
recreational materlal for the enlisted men,
but there was no objection to the admiral in
command shipping a plane load of ferti-
lizer in for his private garden.

Well, that is all I am going to read
from Ray Bailey’s article. You all know
that such exhibits could be extended in-
definitely. Recently the respected Wash-
ington Post commented editorially on
enlisted men’s justice. What the enlisted
man thinks of the court-martial system
would fill several issues of the CONGRES-
SIONAL REcORD. He learned the hard way
how a ponderous court of officers sat in
judgment on him for puny infractions.
He learned how much hope he had for
appeal. The appeal had to be lodged
with a reviewing brigadier who stayed
miles from the battlefront in a luxurious
hotel; whose working day, from 10 a. m.
to cocktail time, was spent turning over
pieces of paper.

In his depth of disillusion the GI has
turned upon his former officer. More
than that, he has presented convincing
evidence that he was getting the short
end of the stick., But above all, this so-
called GI griping is symptomatic of an
unrest. The end result might easily be
a permanent warping of the morale of
our civilian Army unless we take the
})roper steps—and not too little and too
ate.

This unrest of the civilian who once
was a soldier is having another effect.
It is, I feel confident, retarding the rate
of enlistments. If we can say to .the
ex-GI, we have done that which we
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promised to do and will continue to meef
our promises, it will go far toward solv-
ing the Army recruiting program. I sug-
gest that we make soldiering a dignified
and honorable pursuit for the enlisted
man as well as the officer; that we pay
him a wage, as we propose to do by the
bill before us, which will induce him
to volunteer. The armed forces are set
up to guard the properties of all of us.
Perhaps some will complain from time
to time that they are paying a stiff price
for this protection. But not nearly so
much as if the property were lost. And
if it can be done in that manner, I be-
lieve it much wiser. I am convinced that
it should be tried.

Let us work together and outline a
“must” program to help the man who
fought in World War II catch up with
his fellows who benefited from that vet-
eran’s fighting.

I suggest these things we can do:

The first need is familiar to us all.
The administration housing program rep-
resents the best thought that has been
presented on that subject. It is funda-
mental that above all else a man must
have a home.

We need to straighten out the tangle
into which surplus property has fallen.
That is an urgent and vital need, too long
delayed.

We must determine whether the dis-
abled veteran is getting the very best that
can be done for him. I think we should
assure him of three things: Proper sur-
gical and medical treatment and hos-
pitalization; a disability allowance which
is not static but which is geared to in-
creases in the cost of living; and an op-
portunity for educational rehabilitation
where needed in order that, despite his
disabilities, the veteran may return to
his community as a free, upstanding and
self-reliant citizen.

We need to amend our social-security
laws so that the man who had accrued
benefits prior to the war, through his
own pay-roll deductions, will not suffer
because of his service to his country. For
thousands of wage earners across the
country, their pay-roll deduction pay-
ments represented their only savings ac-
count for retirement and insurance. One
of the so-called confidential Washington
dope letters a few days ago said that no
important amendments would be made
to social-security laws at this session. I
do not know whether that letter writer
considered this an important amend-
ment, But I consider it highly impor-
tant. So does the man who has gone back
to his old job and finds the pay-roll
deductions starting again. He wonders
if the end result will be the same for
him.

I am convinced that one item on such
a program should be to place the enlisted
man on an equal footing with the officer
in the matter of terminal leave.

Terminal leave is just a way of saying
that when a man is separated from the
Army he is entitled to pay for all the va-
cation he did not get when he was in
service; that is, he was entitled to it if he
wore brass. Enlisted men must use all
of their leave in the year it accrues. Offi-
cers may save it all until final separation.
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The leave period is the same for officers
and men—30 days a year.

Now, remember that the man on over-
seas duty had very little opportunity for
leave. You do not stop an invasion be-
cause the time for vacation has arrived.

When a foot soldier slugged it out for
12 solid months, he forfeited the 30 days’
leave which accrued during those
months. The officer in command, thcugh
he fought just as long and just as hard,
nevertheless, he could save up that 30
days and use it later,

How did that work out?

I need go no farther than my office,
room 504 in the Old House Office Build-
ing, to show you.

Four men work in that office. One of
them at discharge was a major. He saw
exactly 4 years to the day in service,
more than 2'5 years overseas. He accu-
mulated 97 days of unused leave. On
separation he was paid for those 97 days,
a total of $1,148.55.

The other three men in my office were
enlisted men. Their overseas service
was comparable to that of the major.
Let's see what they would have received:

One was a master sergeant. His ter-
minal pay would have been $480.03.

Another was a sergeant. His terminal
leave pay would have amounted to
$327.60.

The third, a corporal, would have been
entitled to a final pay check of $266.18.

In the aggregate, these three enlisted
men would have received less than the
major. They got less, all right. They
got exactly nothing,

It seems beyond argument to me that
one of two courses should have been fol-
lowed: Either both officers and enlisted
men should have received the same ter-
minal leave pay; or it should have been
denied to both officers and men.

Terminal leave already has been paid
to officers. If that is a wrong, we can
right it in only one way: By determining
the amount each enlisted man should
have received and allowing him that
amount.

So far as I can learn, the only objection
of any substance raised against this pro-
cedure has been that it will involve enor-
mous administrative problems. It is
claimed that the War Department could
never trace the records of the millions of
men who wore the uniform. The conten-
tion that not enough records are avail-
able is going to be a shock and a surprise
to every man who served in the Armed
Forces. He was examined and reexam-
ined; he was quizzed on what he did
from the day he was born to the day he
was separated.

Every man’s service record is on file in
the office of the Adjutant General.
Every man’s service record shows the
date he was inducted and the date he
was discharged; to this record is at-
tached a sheet showing each and every
furlough the man received.

But at least, no matter how big the
administrative job which the Budget
Bureau raises, nobody will lose any blood.
In the administrative job there will be
i:l:thjng at stake except sweat. Not even

ars.
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The top-flight officers of this war did a
grand and glorious job. There are no
words strong enough to add luster to the
name of General Eisenhower; none could
criticize the plans of a man who won a
continental war and then played the role
of world statesman by bringing about
unity between the Russians and the
British. No one has questioned the op-
erations and plans of that great Texan,
Admiral Chester Nimitz.

But below these men, and above the
enlisted man, is a great layer. Among
these are men some of whom have been
charged in too many hundreds of com-
plaints that they mistake authority for
license; that they think arrogance a
synonym for dignity; that they translate
discipline to mean servility.

One bad apple can spoil a barrel. A
few bad men in officers’ uniforms have
brought censure to the thousands of good
men who faithfully served their country
and often died for their country. Never-
theless, the censure of the few cannot be
overlooked, even though it may not dpply
to the vast majority. Soldiers in uniform
have bowed their heads and clicked their
heels before reviewing-board colonels
spreading their eagles and arrogant brig-
adiers with polished stars to the point
of humiliation and deep resentment.

I am not wedded to the idea advanced
by some critics of the caste system that
a man who graduated from West Point or
Annapolis necessarily is a so-and-so.
However, I personally have observed that
some of them develop an attitude foreign
to the American way and the democratic
way of getting the job done. Civilian
soldiers—men and officers—fought this
war and their unparalleled job must
make all of us ponder whether it would
not be wise to train all of our officers
in demoeratic, civilian universities, with
perhaps a more topping-off period at
West Point and Annapolis.

The bigger any man, the more readily
he rejects the concept of pomp and cere-
mony. That concept is alien to our way
of thinking and living. How it has sur-
vived in the armies of the United States
is a paradox of democracy.

Above and beyond all of those ques-
tions, I want to leave with you this
thought. No one Member of Congress is
big enough to see all the ramifications in
the job of reabsorbing our millions of
civilian soldiers back into a normal
civilian life. But collectively we are big
enough to do it. This Congress dis-
played its capacities during the war.
We can be as big now as we were then;
as forward-looking; as courageous; as
determined to keep this the land of the
free and the home of the brave. This
Congress has more problems, more
pressures, more confusions, than the
elder statesmen among us can ever re-
member facing. But the Congress of
the United States whipped a depression:
it proved itself during a war in which our
armies whipped the concept of dictator-
ships; we can and we will whip this and
other postwar problems by progressive,
forward-looking courageous action.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. SHERIDAN].
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Mr. SHERIDAN. Mr. Speaker, I indi-
cated when we were considering the
Selective Service Act that I voted against
this bill in committee, not that I felt $75
was excessive pay for a buck private, but
after considering a hill, as the chairman
of the subcommittee has indicated, for
8 years, I did not see why we had to rush
through when we were trying to put over
a pay bill for enlisted men and then have
a pay bill which would cover officer per-
sonnel at the same time. That, to me,
was confusing the issue. I might say
when you consider a major general at
$8,000 a year and give him $800 and the
subcommittee would not give the buck
private a $400 increase, but restricted it
to $300, I could not see the equity of it.
‘We can see them hobbling over to Walter
Reed Hospital and getting disability or
retirement and then running back to col-
lect retirement pay. Further, they do
not pay any income tax on it. I thought
our purpose was to bring out a pay bill
for enlisted personnel only. In that way
we could consider adequately what pay
the enlisted personnel should get so that
men would go into the Army volurntarily.
At the present time, as you know, we
have passed legislation permitting the
increase of 8,000 in officer personnel, and
over 61,000 applicants have filed for these
permanent commissions. Under this
condition, it would not appear that any
pay increase is necessary to induce men
to accept commissions; in fact, the re-
verse is true. There is not one Member
who has not received letters from former
officers asking assistance to get them
back in. Yet the junior officers need a
substantial increase, but let us do it in
a systematic manner.

Mr,. SPAREMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the balance of the time to the gentle-
man from California [Mr. VoorHis].

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr.
Speaker, I appreciate bringing in this
bill. It represents a step in the direction
in whieh I am convinced we must move.
Unquestionably there are inequities in
the pay schedule of the armed forces that
need still to be ironed out and with
which this bill does not deal. But cer-
tainly this bill represents progress toward
enabling us to have the kind of an army
America is going to have to have in this
day and age, namely, one which will offer
to its personnel an occupation comparing
in dignity and opportunity with any
other career that this country offers.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may extend their remarks on this bill at
this point in the REcoRrD.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, we are wit-
nessing here a shocking situation. A bill
is before us which obviously involves
hundreds of millions of dollars of public
money. Yet so careless and indifferent
has this House become as to such huge
expenditures that neither in the com-
mittee report nor in the debate has there
even been a mention of an estimated
total cost. My question as to this cost
remains unanswered.

Mr. Speaker, a balanced Federal bud-
getl can never be achieved as long as blank
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checks are written in this manner. Lack-
ing such balance, and at an early date,
bankruptcy can be the only result.

Mr. ROONEY, Mr. Speaker, I am go-
ing to vote for this increase in pay for
personnel of the armed forces. How-
ever, I regret that this bill, H. R. 6084,
was not brought to the floor long before
now as timely passage of it might have
obviated the necessity of extension of the
Selective Service Act. I sincerely hope
that the pay increases provided by this
bill will result in an overflow of enlist-
ments in our armed forces so that actual
operation of the draft may not be re-
quired for the future welfare of our
Nation.

WILL EPUR VOLUNTARY ENLISTMENTS

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr.
Speaker, I shall vote for the pay raise bill
although I do not like one or two pro-
visions in it. I shall support the pend-
ing bill primarily because it proposes to
give the enlisted man a substantial pay
increase. It is an increase that I feel
very deeply should have been given to the
men who participated in World War II.
I am voting for it with my eyes open,
knowing that the passage of this act
will make certain that Congress will give
those men who did participate in the
war a substantial bonus to which they
are justly entitled. In fact, this bill will
hasten the passage of the soldiers’ bonus
bill.

Another reason, Mr. Speaker, for my
supporting this bill is that I have a very
definite feeling that a pay raise measure
will be a mighty factor in helping the
Army and Navy secure all the volunteer
enlistments that are needed without the
actual drafting of anyone in order to
supply the future needs of the armed
forces. Now if the Secretary of War, as
a result of the Doolittle investigation, will
announce that enlisted men are to re-
ceive the same consideration inthe mat-
ter of food as that given officers of any
class and do away with or drastically
modify its antiquated caste system; if
the gold braid and brass hats will give
the enlisted men a square deal, I am fully
convinced we will have no serious diffi-
culty in securing all the men that are
needed to fulfill our commitments, pro-
tect the American interests, and preserve
the future liberty of the country.

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, there
is a close connection between this bill to
increase the pay of the personnel in the
armed forces, which is now before us,
and the bill to extend the selective serv-
ice provisions of law which we voted on
earlier today. I like to think of these
two together, and I should have pre-
ferred to have acted on this present bill
first, had there been a chance to do so.
I shall vote “yes” on this bill, but had I
known for a certainty that this bill
would pass the House and become law, I
might have voted differently on the other
bill earlier today.

On roll call vote early in today’s ses-
sion I voted “yes” on final passage of the
bill to extend the Selective Service law
for a period of 9 months. I did not relish
voting “yes” on this bill to extend the
draft today, and did so only out of a deep
sense of duty in this period of technical
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war—although firing has ceased—as a
matter of national defense. I did not
like the Vinson amendment to the bill
extending the draft postponing the op-
eration of the measure until October 15,
as that looked somewhat political, and
this is no time to play politics. I do not
believe its author is playing politics. If
the real intent of postponing any selec-
tive service for a period of a few months
is to give voluntary enlistment a chance
to furnish enough men, then I should
favor it, for I believe we can, and I believe
we ought to, get enough men in the serv=-
ice to serve our defense needs and sup-
ply our occupational armies and bring
those yet abroad home. If we could have
known for sure that we were going to in-
crease the pay, we could have had more
certainty about getting enough voluntary
enlistments, so that we would not have
felt required to furnish draft legislation
in this period of technical war but ap-
parent peace to maintain an adequate
force.

Many have said to me, “Do not think
of drafting men into the Army in peace-
time.” And many others have said, “Do
not think for a moment of drafting teen-
age boys to serve abroad in armies of oc-
cupation.” On this latter point I was in
agreement with those who cried out
against the use of teen-age boys for such
military service. Accordingly I voted for
the May amendment to the bill which we
finally passed earlier today. I believe we
can certainly get enough men for occu-
pational duty so that we will not have to
use 18- and 19-year-old boys for any such
purpose. I know several ways that the
country can profit by having 18- and 19-
year-old boys spending those significant
years in another manner. And I do not
believe it is necessary to depend upon
such youth, even if we do not have suffi-
cient enlistment, for it is my judgment
that by drafting older men we can get
an adequate force.

Now, with the passage of this bill in-
creasing the pay I do not believe there
will be a question of our having to draft
any men after the measure now before
us becomes law. We are getting almost
enough men now by voluntary enlist-
ment. After we have made a few
changes and increased the pay we shall
certainly get as many men as are re-
quired, and for that reason I shall vote
“yes” on this bill and hope that it makes
the passage of the bill we have already
voted on unnecessary from the stand-
point of national defense and our inter-
national commitments.

INCREASE IN PAY OF ENLISTED MEN

Mr. REES of Kansas, Mr, Speaker,
several months ago I proposéd to the
membership of this House that the pay
of enlisted men should be materially in-
creased. If ought to have been done long
ago. It should have passed Congress be-
fore consideration was given to the ex-
tension of the draft. The bill under con-
sideration today follows pretty much a
bill I introduced in the House for enlisted
men.

Mr. Speaker, if we expect men to join
the Regular Army and to become a part
of the occupation forces, then we ought
to fix the pay in a sufficient amount to
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make the service attractive and really
worth while. We ought not to expect
these men to serve for a definife period
and really do a good job unless the pay
is made attractive.

Along with that, the question of food
and shelter and other accommodations,
as compared with commissioned officers,

-ought to be reexamined. There is too
much difference in the treatment in this
respect between the officers and enlisted
men. There is no excuse for so much
difference in food, housing, and recrea-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, by making the pay rea-
sonably attractive and providing the en-
listment period cover a period of 18
months, men of experience will be at-
tracted and will serve with more satisfac-
tion to themselves and to their country
-than those who are taken under the
draft for an indefinite period.

Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Speaker, I am
supporting this bill to raise the base
pay of those serving in the military
service. Our Government has been be-
hind in its advancement of these rates
too long now.

It is unfortunate that a bill of this
kind was not passed so that those who
have rendered such a great service to cur
country during the past war could have
had such benefit in additional pay. Our
Government has made commitments
which will require a rather large military
force to keep those commitments and to
make secure the defense of the country
in the future.

It is.against the traditions and the
policies of our Government to draft men
for the military service in peacetime.

Saturday, we passed a bill to suspend
the draft for 5 months in an effort to
ascertain whether sufficient men could
be obtained through the volunteer
process to secure the number of men
necessary as established by our military
leaders. The passage of this bill today
to increase the pay by 50 percent for the
privates with a lesser percentage for
those in higher grades, in my judgment,
will make certain that during peacetime
we will be able to obtain sufficient men
in the military service to make it un-
necessary to again resort to the draft.

Can it be said that the Government
cannot afford to pay $80 a month for a
buck private when the average civilian
who is out of a job can be paid $80 a
month by the Government for doing
nothing while he is looking for a job or
waiting for one to develop? The defense
of this country is one of the most impor-
tant responsibilities resting upon the
Congress. I, for one, am voting for this
bill in an attempt to offer an induce-
ment for young men who so desire to
make a career in the military service.
This will give them that opportunity and
I am sure that a sufficient number will
embrace it to give us the finest volun-
teer army in the world, which will make
cons tion in peacetime unnecessary.

Mr. of Louisiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in support of the bill (H. R.
6084) to increase the pay of men in the
military services. I think this should be
done. This step should have been taken
bhefore this time. But it seems to me that
it is imperative now that the pay of men
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in the armed services of our Nation be
increased for several reasons. In the
first place, everyone knows that the cost
of living has gone up. This has affected
those in the military services also. In
the next place, we are trying very hard
to get enough voluntary enlistments so
that we can meet the obligations of this
Nation and also make it possible for men
brought into the services through the
Selective Service System to return to
their homes as soon as possible. The
measure now before us, we are told, will
go a long way to accomplish the desired
results. How effective it will be, only
time can tell, but at least this bill should
be passed and everything possible ought
to be done to get volunteers.

This bill may not be a perfect bill,
There may be objectionable features to
it, but members of the Military Affairs
Committee of the House tell us that it
is the best bill on this subject which they
are able to work out and bring to us at
this time. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I am
supporting the bill and I earnestly hope
that it passes and I trust that our mili-
tary authorities will put on ' an enlist-
ment campaign which will result in get-
ting the number of volunteers which we
will need. I am constrained to believe
that when our military authorities bring
to the attention of the public the in-
creased pay embodied in this bill and
the various benefits and privileges em-
bodied in the enlistment bill which Con-
gress passed last year, voluntary enlist-
ment will be greatly stimulated. I urge
the passage of this bill.

Mr. HOLIFIELD, Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of the armed forces pay-raise
bill, H. R. 6084. This is the first general
pay-raise bill passed since 1908. I am a
member of the subcommittee of the
House Military Affairs Committee, which
has considered long and carefully this
bill.

In my opinion, this is a firm, forward-
looking step toward obtaining the type
of men necessary for future security.
The increased pay offered will attract a
higher type of personnel, men who are
better educated and with capabilities for
training in the technological skills which
will be necessary for offense and defense
in any possible future war.

A higher pay inducement will not only
attract a better type of personnel, but a
much greater number of volunteer en-
listments.

General Eisenhower and other great
military leaders have testified time and
again before our committee on the desir-
ability of volunteers instead of con-
scriptees. The volunteer makes the best
soldier because he chooses his own voca-
tion; he brings to the job an enthusiasm
and ingenuity which the unwilling con-
scriptee can never duplicate.

A volunteer peacetime army is the
American way. It follows the American
tradition of 165 years. A conscripted
peacetime army is the alien way. Every
nation that has resorted to peacetime
conscription has deteriorated into tyr-
anny or incompetence. Their armies
have been defeated by nations who held
to the volunteer method in peacetime and
only turned to conscription in wartime as
& last resort. I voted against the exten-
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sion of the Selective Service Act previ-
ously today for this reason as well as
others. In my opinion, based on current
figures of voluntary enlistment which
will be greatly accelerated by this pay-
raise bill, extension of the draft will no
longer be necessary.

This pay-raise bill will also give a
much-needed raise to men cn retirement,
many of whom are disabled as a result
of injuries or ilinesses sufiered during
the war. The cost-of-living rise will be

“alleviated to an appreciable degree by

this increase.

This Nation is rich enough to protect
American ideals without resorting to
tyrannical methods, the methods of
peacetime conscription are one of the
alien practices we have been fighting. If
we pay our armed forces personnel suffi-
cient to make them proud of being a sol-
dier, aviator, or sailor, we will have a

* real defense. If we then proceed to elim-

inate the social caste system, the en-
forcement of servility rather than de-
served respect toward superior rank. we
will see a great change in the attitude of
American citizens toward the military.

The standards and practices of the
past are obsolete. The atomic age has
already begun. Let us readjust our
thinking. The framework of old ideas
will not provide an answer to the proh-
lems of the new atomic age.

Mr. NORBLAD. Mr. Speaker, the pro-
visions for the increase in pay of the
lower ranks are necessary if we are to
obtain a sufficiently large military and
naval force to justify our commitments
and discontinue the draft act. However,
the pay increases proposed for the higher
ranks are unjustified, in my opinion.

The great bulk of officers in our serv-
ices at the present time are those of the
Regular Army and Navy and they now
have pay increases way out of proportion
with those of the civilian population.
Men who were, a few years ago and still
would be under normal circumstances,
first lieutenants are now lieutenant colo-
nels and colonels. Men bearing the rank
of captain in the Army are often colo-
nels or generals and have accordingly re-
ceived a pay increase of two to three
times their former base pay. The serv-
ices speak fluently of reducing the ranks
of officers to make it commensurate with
the size of the present enlisted personnel
but they seem to accomplish little besides
promising to take this action. With a
peacetime army which will be about nine
times the size of the former peacetime
army, many of these men will necessarily

‘never revert to their former status. As

a result they will have a very substantial
pay increase as well as increases in sub-
sistence and quarters and certainly this
pay increase is only adding an unnec-
essary burden onto our taxpayer. In
view of the increasing costs of living, I
should not complain if these increases in
pay were justified but that is not the
case.

I wish to also call your attention to the
continuance of the unwarranted pay-
ments of so-called flight pay. The gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. Waps-
woRrTH] has already spoken on this sub-
ject. This added pay, which is 50 per-
cent of the base pay, was granted years
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ago when flying an airplane was a very
hazardous occupation. That condition
does not obtain today and this extra pay-
ment should be discontinued. All that a
flying officer need do is to fly an airplane
or ride with someone else for a period of
four hours each month and he collects
this extra 50 percent. Spending a pleas-
ant afternoon at the airport flying these
few hours and obtaining an extra allow-
ance ranging from slightly less than $100
to about $250 for the same thing that
civilians are paying a high hourly rate
hardly seems logical. It is not fair to
those paying the tax bill nor to those in
the other services. Discontinuance of
flight pay will not in any way cripple the
air services. There are thousands of
young men only too willing and eager to
obtain the opportunity to fly and I know
of many friends of mine who were pilots
in this war who are extremely anxious to
stay in the air corps.

Mrs. DOUGLAS of California. Mr.
Speaker, I am voting for an increase in
pay in our armed services. I believe that
this increase will provide all the volun-
teers we need to make good our commit-
ments abroad.

I voted for the extension of selective
service today, feeling that as an extra
precaution we should retain selective-
service machinery until we have proved
that we can recruit our occupation forces
and fulfill our commitments under
the United Nations through volunteer
methods.

I voted for the amendment to exempt
boys from 18 to 20 years old from the
draft, because I do not believe boys of
that age should be sent into Germany,
and in their loneliness and with their lack
of judgment exposed to slick German
propaganda which is functioning today
with deadly effectiveness.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
suspending the rules and passing the bill,
as amended.

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. WHITTINGTON)
there were—ayes 16, noes 13.

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were refused.

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill was passed.

WAR DEPARTMENT CIVIL FUNCTIONS
APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. KERR submitted a conference re-
port and statement on the bill (H, R.
5400) making appropriations for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1947, for civil
functions administered by the War De-
partment, and for other purposes.

NATIONAL HOUSING ACT

Mr.. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker's table the bill (H, R. 4761) to
amend the National Housing Act by add-
ing thereto a new title relating to the
prevention of speculation and excessive
profits in the sale of housing, and to in-
sure the availability of real estate for
housing purposes at fair and reasonable
prices, and for other purposes, with a
Senate amendment, disagree to the Sen-
ate amendment, and ask for a conference.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none and appoints the following
conferees: Mr. SPENCE, Mr. Brown of
Georgia, Mr. Patman, Mr. Barry, Mr.
Worcorr, Mr. CRAWFORD, and Mr. GAMBLE.

EMERGENCY PRICE CONTROL ACT

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I call up
House Resolution 591 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to move that
the House resolve itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the Union
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6042)
to amend the Emergency Price Control Act
of 1942, as amended, and the Stabilization Act
of 1942, as amended, and for other purposes.
That after general debate, which shall be con-
fined to the bill and shall continue not to
exceed 2 days to be equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and the ranking
minority member of the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency, the bill shall be read for
amendment under the 5-minute rule. At the
conclusion of the reading of the bill for
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the same back to the House with such
amendments as shall have been adopted and
the previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto
to final passage without intervening motion
except one motlon to recommit,

EXTENSION OF FRICE CONTROL ACT

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks and include certain letters.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 8 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, I take it everyone is
familiar with the rule, and especially
with the bill which this rules makes in
order.

The rule provides for 2 days’ general
debate, giving nearly every Member an
opportunity to be heard. After general
debate the bill will be taken up under
the 5-minute rule, it being an open rule.

I do not think it is necessary for me
to say anything as to the rule. I know
nearly all of you realize the importance
of this legislation. I presume you are
familiar with the fact that at least 90 to
95 percent of the American people urge,
plead, and demand extension of the act.
I fully appreciate that there is a certain
small but very loud and persistent mi-
nority, who have been opposed, who have
been trying to delay and defeat the ex-
tension of this act which, if not extended,
would mean wreck and ruin to our coun-
try and would bring about inflation which
might destroy our economy. Conse-
quently, I urge and plead that favorable
action be taken on the hill.

PETITION WITH 500,000 NAMES

Just before coming down I was pre-
sented with a petition signed by at least
500,000 men and women of Illinois urg-
;ng that favorable action be taken on the

ill.

I have in my hand, Mr. Speaker, a list
of civic and commercial organizations
from all over the United States placing
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themselves on record in favor of this
legislation. The only organizations I
know of who are opposed to it are the
National Association of Manufacturers
and a few other associations and insti-
tutes with selfish, greedy interests who,
unfortunately, although they have made
more money than ever before in history,
resent being restricted from holding up
the American people further.

PRICES WOULD GO SKY HIGH WITHOUT CONTROLS

We know that if this legislation should
not be enacted what will happen to this
country, for within the past few months
we have had several experiences point-
ing in that direction. When OPA elimi~
nated the ceiling on oranges and grape-
fruit upon the representation. that the
price would go down we witnessed a 300~

_percent price increase. The price went

up from $2 to $5 a box on citrus fruit.
Another experience was with rye. Rye,
as you know, for years has sold at from
25 to 40 percent below wheat, and perhaps
15 percent below corn, but because there
is no restriction on the price of rye the
gamblers and manipulators have taken
advantage of that fact, and rye is selling
today at about $2.40 a bushel when wheat
is selling for only $1.80 and corn for about
$140. This merely shows what these
speculators will do when the restrictions
are removed. If these restrictions are
removed we shall witness a duplication
of the infamous price increases that oc-
curred after the last war. We must do
all in our power to prevent inflation,
which, as I said, might ruin or destroy
our economy-

PRODUCTION MAY REACH 160 BILLIONS THIS YEAR

The National Association of Manufac-
turers and other similar and powerful
groups who have at heart only their own
interest and profit have charged that
the OPA has retarded reconversion.
The actual, true figures show that those
charges are without foundation in fact.
We are now producing goods and services
at the rate of $145,000,000,000 worth a
year, as against $129,000,000,000 worth in
the banner year of 1929, and we are con-
stantly increasing our production. I
venture to prophesy that in the year
1946 we will reach the production figure
of $160,000,000,000, as compared with
$45,000,000,000 worth in 1932.

In fact, notwithstanding some strikes
and lock-outs, we are going ahead, and
we should give thanks to God that we
have the OPA, as otherwise prices would
go sky high. That is proved by experi-
ence with all articles in demand on which
there are no ceilings.

COMMERCIAL RENTS DREADFUL EXAMPLE

May I not call your attention, Mr.
Speaker, to the dreadful example of
commercial rents, and the terrible in-
creases in them? Exempted from the
rent-control provisions of the price ad-
ministration act, office and business rents
have shot up, all over the country, from
50 to 300 percent. That would "happen
to home rentals if we removed the con-
trols as some real-estate operators and
owners have been urging. ‘

FARMERS ARE CONSUMERS TOO

I regret that some farmers are being
misled and made to believe that if ceil-
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ing prices are removed commodities
-would go up, at the farm, 50 percent or
even 100 percent. There would be a
rise, all right; but farmers would get
little of it, and the things they have to
buy also would rise in the same pro-
portion. The ultimate end would be
disaster. Cotton, for instance, is selling
for 28 cents a pound. If the ceiling were
removed, for a few weeks the men who
hold it—the speculators, not the grow-
ers—might get more. Then there is
bound to be a crash. Many countries
are growing cotton now, and selling it
for 15 cenis as against 28 cents here.
We cannot unload our cotton at double
the prices other countries will sell their
cotton.

Let me say that I hope this tremendous
lobby that has been swamping us with
hundreds of telegrams, air-mail special-
delivery letters, expensive booklets,
pamphlets, releases, on which they must
have spent hundreds of thousands of
dollars will not sway anyone, I hope
you will stand by the people, with the
best interests of the couniry at heart,
and not the interest of only a few.
There are some few contractors, specula-
tors, and “institutes” representing in-
dustries, who have made and are mak-
ing more money than ever before in
their existence, who have no limit to their
avarice, who would be willing to risk na-
tional interest and their own ruin for
quick profits who are opposing extension
of the Price Control Act.

THERE IS NOTHING PERFECT UNDER THE SUN

Of course mistakes have been made in
the Office of Price Administration. That
is inevitable. There is nothing perfect
under the sun, and when you take into
consideration the thousands and thou-
sands of articles on which price ceilings
were set, Mr. Speaker, we will all agree
that no one here in this House could
have done better than those men and
women, who, for the benefit of the pub-
lic, have worked late and at night and on
their holidays wifhout additional com-
pensation. They were just average citi-
zZens, American citizens, chosen from
trades and professions, and they have
worked heroically to hold the line against
inflation.

LETTER TO PAUL PORTER ALL SHOULD READ

I have asked unanimous consent to ex-
tend and revise my remarks and include
some letters. To conserve space, I will
select only a few, and of some of those,
only portions.

But there is one letter, Mr. Speaker,
which I wrote to Mr, Paul Porter, Admin-
istrator of the Office of Price Administra-
tion which I hope every Member, for his
own good, will read. I do not believe any
open-minded Member can read this
warning and not agree that extension of
the Price Control Act is absolutely neces-
sary, and that it should be extended at
once, without delay, and without any
weakening amendments. I will not pre-
tend to sole authorship of this letter I
praise so highly; it was drafted by an
outstanding citizen for whose judgment
and skill I have great respect.
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£0 LET'S ABOLISH OPA AND BANKRUPT AMERICA

Following is the text of that letter:
House oF REFRESENTATIVES, U. 8.,
COMMITTEE-ON RULES,
Washington, D. C., April 15, 1946.
Hon. Paur A. PORTER,
Administrator, Office of Price Adminis-
" tration, Washington, D. C.

Dear Mgr. PorTER: Some people don't like
OPA. So let's abolish OPA. What would
happen?

Nothing much—

Except prices would shoot up. Every week
living costs would be higher. A few people
with the most money and a few dealers with
highly pald customers would get most of the
homes and meat and clothes that are still
searce. Millions of veterans and war workers
would hunger.

Except doubled or trebled prices would
soon cut the value of our earnings, savings,
and Insurance to a half or a third of their
value.

Except the speculators and profiteers would
have a field day. They would stuff ware-
houses and vacant lots with raw materials
and parts., This would hold critical supplies
from assembly lines. Artificlal shortages
would grow. Costs and prices would be forced
higher.

Except workers would shift from job to job
searching for pay checks big enough to pay
rent and grocery bills, They would move to
cheaper houses. Wives and kids would eat
less and there would be silent supper tables
and then talk of “making ends meet.” These
costs would not appear on books or budgets.

Except factories would have to bid fran-
tically against each other for workers and
scarce materials. Costs would be bid up again
and again. No one could guess what next
month’s costs would be. No one could guess
how many customers could afford to buy.
Fear would riddle our expanded production
plans,

Except business reserves would lose their
value. Veterans and small businesses would
be hurt most. They would be unable to com-
pete for scarce supplies or good locations.
Thousands would take dead places in rows
of inanimate statistics called business
fallures.

Except all businesses would be forced to re-
plenish exhausted stocks with triple-priced
goods, if they could get them, and face losses
when the boom was over and the bottom fell
out of gravy-train prices.

Except costs and prices would chase each
other so high that fewer and fewer people
could buy. Americans would buy less. Stores
would cut their orders. Factories would slow
down and close. Jobs and pay checks would
vanish.

Except farmers would lose their markets.
Thousands of farm mortgages would aggin be
foreclosed.

Except that we could hardly count the be-
wildered unemployed who would stare at
their bankrupt employers.

Nothing much would happen.

So let's abolish OPA,

Cordlally yours,
A. J. BABATH,
Member of Congress.

THE PEOFLE SFEAK

I should like, Mr. Speaker, to mention
by name the scores of national and local
organizations that have written to me.
I should like to include the cogent edi-
torials from many newspapers, and not
by any means from the handful of pro-
administration papers. I should like to
include the searching editorial columns
such as those by Samuel Grafton of the
New York Post, and of Sylvia Porter of
the same paper, and by Drew Pearson
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-and Carleton Kent and many' others. I

shall refrain, however, because most of
you read them yourselves, or you read
similar expressions.

These are the authentic voices of the
people. Stick by the people and they will
stick by you. As I said, to economize on
space I shall include only a few letters.
The first is from a man many of you
know, John T. Bernard, now PAC direc-
tor for a large union in Chicago.

Dear CONGRESSMAN BABATH: As you can
readily understand, our membership is very
much interested in the renewal of Frice Con-
trol and Stabilization Act,

We are well aware that one of the most
vicious lobbies ever to strike our National
Capitol, is working day and night to have the
bill defeated, or amended to death.

Yours is the responsibility to be in there
pitching for the little folks, to fight, speak,
organize, and vote for renewal of the hill,
This we are convinced you will be doing, for
it is of tremendous importance to the wel-
fare of the American people.

Cordially yours,
. JoHN T. BERNARD,
Chicago UE-PAC Director.

I include only a portion of a “call to
action” against inflation signed by repre-
sentatives of 31 national organizations:

FIGHT INFLATION NOW—A CALL TO ACTION

‘We, the undersigned, call upon members of
our organizations, other organizations and
all other citizens to unite now for the im-
mediate extension of the Price Control Act.

The present Price Control Act expires
June 30. r

If the act is not extended, prices will soar,
rents will skyrocket, the value of the dollar
will tumble—inflation will have us in its
grip. i

Business should know now whether or not
there will be ceiling prices after June 30.

If Congress should amend the act to re-
quire OPA to grant a price increase when-
ever there is an increase in cost, or place any
similar limitation on OPA’s established pol-
icy, it would invite the spiral of infiation and
destroy the act.

Congress must provide OPA with a large
enough appropriation to maintain its present
organization in full force,

We, the people, all of us, want price and
rent control for another year; immediate
extension of the Price Control Act; no weak-
ening amendments; adequate appropriations
for the big job of holding the line against
inflation.

Helen C. White, President, American
Asscciation of University Women;
Ralph E. Hemstead, General Sec-
retary, American Association of
University Professors; Lelia Mas-
sey, Executive Secretary, American
Home Economiecs Association; Jack
W. Hardy, National Commander,
American Veterans of World War
II (Amvets); Faye Stephenson,
President, Congress of Women's
Auxiliaries, CIO; Ray Gibbons,
Executive Secretary, Council for
Social Action of Congregational
Churches; Colston E. Warne, Pres-
ident, Consumers Union of United
States; Mae Wright Downs, Presi-
dent, Delta Sigma Theta Sorority;
Mrs. LaFell Dickinson, President,
General Federation of Women's
Clubs; Jo Davidson, Chairman,
Indiana Citizens Committee for
Arts, Sciences, Professions; Eath-

+arine Armatage, President, League
of Women Shoppers; Bishop Lewis
Q. Hartman, President, Methodist
Federation for Social Service; Mrs,
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Henry A. Ingraham, President, Na-
tional Board, Young Women’s
Christian Assoclation; Mrs. Wil-
liam A. Hastings, President, Na-
tional Congress of Parents and
Teachers; Cecie P. Henry, Pres-
ident, National Congress of Col-
ored Parents and Teachers; Alice

Hamilton, President, National
Consumers League; Ruth Craven,
Executive  Secretary, National

Council of Catholic Women; Mrs.
Joseph M. Welt, President, Na-
tional Council of Jewish Women;
Mary McLeon Bethune, President,
National Council of Negro Women;
Willard E. Givens, Executive Sec-
retary, National Education Associ-
ation; James G. Patton, Presi-
dent, National Farmers’ Union;
Clyde B. Murray, President, Na-
tlonal Federation of Settlements;
Anna Lord Strauss, President, Na-
tional League of Women Voters;
Lester B. Granger, Executive Sec-
retary, National Urban League;
Rose Schneiderman, President,
National Women’s Trade Union
League; George C. Hatch, Presi-
dent, New Council of American
Business; Thomasina Johnson,
Leglslative Representative, Non-
Partisan Council, A. K. A. Sorority;
Clark Foreman, President, South-
ern Conference for Human Wel-
fare; Reinhold Niebuhr, Chair-
man, Union for Democratic ﬁction:
Mrs, Herman Lowe, President, Wo-
men'’s Auxiliaries of Labor, A. F.
of L.; Thelma Stevens, Executive
Secretary, Woman's Division of
Methodist Church.
MANY ASK FOR EXTENSION OF OFA

Some Members seem to think that only
organized labor asks for continuation of
price control, Yet the dominantly con-
servative Illinois League of Women Vot-
ers sends me a resolution on price control
as strong as that of the almost equally
conservative AFL Local 637 of the Broth-
erhood of Painters, Decorators, and Pa-
perhangers. I wish I could reproduce
both; but they are as long as they are
excellent, and I refrain. Here is a latter
signed jointly by Dsennis McCarthy for
the Labor Advisory Committee and Roy
Burrus for the Agricultural Advisory
Committee telling of a cost-of-living
conference at West Frankfort, IIl., to
fight infiation and urge continuation of
price control, and attended by 283 regis-
tered representatives of farm, labor, and
other public-welfare organizations in
southern Illinois. It is not just the peo-
ple of the cities, either, who want price
control extended.

The National Farmers Union gave to
Chester Bowles its first award for the
most outstanding service to agriculture
in 1945.

The Chicago Federation of Consumers
asks for 18 months’ extension with no
weakening amendments, Arthur W,
Walz, president of the Chicago teach-
ers—and Chicago teachers know some-
thing about this subject, you may re-
call—warns of the dangers of inflation
followed inevitably by deflation and con-
sequent mass unemployment, wage cuts,
and tax crises. A

No one will successfully accuse the
General Federation of Women’s Clubs of
undue liberalism; one of their resolutions
declares that in no war in the history of
the United States has the general public
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been so successfully guarded against run-
away prices and serious inflation, and
supports “continued Federal legislation
for equitable -wage ceilings and price
control on basic commodities.” The
Church Federation of Greater Chicago
writes similar sentiments.

I could continue, Mr. Speaker, indefi-
nitely; but I conclude with the plea that
we act quickly to pass this bill without
weakening amendments to fulfill our
mandate from the people and for the
future.

I now yield 30 minutes fo my colleague
from Illinois [Mr. ALLEN].

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may require
and ask unanimous consent to revise and
extend my remarks,

The SPEAKER. Is therc objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
this rule makes in order consideration
of H. R. 6042, an act designed to ex-
tend the OPA until June 30, 1847. It
is an open rule providing for 2 days of
general debate after which it is open to
amendments under the 5-minute rule.

All of us are aware of the improper
workings of the OPA. For many months,
I, in common with many of my col-
leagues, have endeavored to bring about
certain legislative limitations as shall
compel remedy for the many injustices
and inequalities practiced by the OPA,
and with regard to which our people
voice a just complaint. I am hopeful
that this body will adopt certain amend-
ments that will be offered that will bring
about the proper administration of
this act. These amendments must be
adopted not only to increase production
but also to protect innocent merchants
from OPA oppressions.

I would suggest the following amend-
ments to the members of the Banking
and Currency Committee:.

TO STIMULATE PRODUCTION

(a) To encourage maximum prcduction
and distribution of commodities, goods, and
services, the Administrator shall establish no
price or price ceiling with respect to the
production, processing, or distribution of
any such commodities, goods, or services to
which this act or the Stabilization Act of
1942 is applicable which does not reflect all
currént costs that may be applied to each
such item or service as determined by stand-
ard commercial accounting practices, to-
gether with a margin of profit which refiects
not less than the generally prevailing margin
of profit for each such item during the
calendar year 1940.

TO STOP ABSORFTION

(b) Upon the effective date of this act,
the Administrator is specifically directed to
rescind forthwith all prices and price veilings
and all rules, regulations, and directives re-
lating thereto which effectuate cost-absorp-
tion and maximum average price policies nor
shall the Administrator hereafter establish
or require or compel the establishment of any
pattern of production and sales of any com~-
modity or commodities by price range or
price unit which is at variance with formula
set forth in paragraph (a) of this section.

TO GET THE RIGHT TO GO TO DISTRICT COURT
Any person who is aggrieved by any action

taken pursuant to any regulation or order
issued under the authority of this act or the
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Stabilization Act of 1942 may petition the
district court for the district in which he re-
gides or has his place of business for a review
of such action, and such distriect court shall
have juridiction to enjoln or set aside in
whole or in part such action or may dismiss
such petition.

I also trust that paragraph Q, section
2, known as the Crawford amendment
as now in the bill will be retained. This
amendment is designed to give the deal-
ers a chance to get back on their feet
before permitting OPA to tamper with
their traditional discount.

The question is on the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the consideration
of the hill (H. R. 6042) to amend the
Emergency Price Control Act of 1942, as
amended, and the Stabilization Act of
1942, as amended, and for other pur-
poses.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the con-
sideration of the bill H. R. 6042, with Mr.
Cooper in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

By unanimous consent, the first read-
ing of the bill was dispensed with.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 10 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, I know that no words
I may utter will change the opinion of
my colleagues. This is the fifth time
that the Price Control and Stabilization
Act has been considered by the House.
The Price Control and Stabilization Act
was considered twice in 1942, again in
1944, again in 1945, and now we come
to consider it once more.

We will hear as the debate progresses
much abuse of the administration of
price control. We will hear of the in-
equities and injustices, and about the
hardship cases. We heard them in the
hearings before the committee., By rea-
son of the universal operation of the
price-control law, by reason of the uni-
versality of the regulations, there will
necessarily be some inequalities and in-
Jjustices. There always have been and
there will be. I am afraid those gentle-
men who stress the inequalities will lose
sight of the main objective of price
control.

It was born of the war. It was an
emergency measure. We went through
the greatest stress in the history of our
Nation and we came through without the
curse of inflation following it. The war
is not over. We are fighting today as
insidious and as dangerous an enemy as
we fought during the war, and if we do
not conquer that enemy we will have won
the war but lost the peace,

Maybe you consider that what the peo-
ple think should not control your actions,
but the voice of the people is the voice
of God. You are the representatives of
the people. I think I have received not
less than 30,000 letters in regard to price
control, and I tell you the simple truth
when I say that not less than 95 percent
of those letters were in favor of the con-
tinuation of price control. They did not
come from the organized interests that
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had some personal interest in it. They
came from the great body of consumers
of America. Your wives know what price
control has done. Your family knows
what price control has done, and I hope,
because you can point out individual in-
equities and injustices inyolving hard-
ship cases, that you will not let it ob-
scure your judgment as to the ultimate
purpose for which price control was en-
acted. For T weeks we heard these com-
plaints before the Cammittee on Banking
and Currency. Many of them were ap-
pealing and many of them, I think, were
just, Many of them ought to be reme-
died. In the report I said that we hoped
that the Administrator would rectify
these mistakes; that many of these mis-
takes involved cases where the Adminis-
tration had caused hardship and injus-
tice. But it is absolutely impossible to
correct mistakes of administration by
law. The law, by reason of its universal-
ity, will often result in hardship cases.
The great framers of the common law
understood that, and they established a
system of equity to remedy the defects
whereby the law by reason of its uni-
versality was deficient. This law cannot
be made to operate uniformly with jus-
tice in every case throughout the whole
Nation, but you cannot correct these mis-
takes by law. They have got to be cor-
rected by administration. Ninety-nine
percent of the complaints that were
made before the committee could be cor-
rected by the administration.

When you entrust power to men, you
are going to find some men that will mis-
use it. You are going to find arrogance
and insolence. I think we have found
some here. I think that many of these
complaints were complaints that might
arouse the American people who are
used-‘to freedom, who are used to operate
their businesses without the consulta-
tion or the judgment of other people. I
knew when the bill was passed that it was
going to be an unpopular bill. I knew
that the men and women of America
-would be reluctant to submit to control
even though it was for their own good.
But we must continue this act, because
if we weaken it to the extent that we
lose control over prices then, in my opin-
ion, a disaster that is indescribable will
come upon the American people. There
can be no greater disaster come to the
people than that which would come from
infiation. It would not only destroy the
property they own but it would make use-
less the earnings of their labor. We have
done a pretty job up to this point, what-
ever you may say. We have held down
the prices so that he who works for wages
or salary, when he gets his compensation,
knows that he has a purchasing power
that will keep him and his family. Let
us not do anything by amendment to
weaken or destroy this bill. It can be
done. There have been amendments in
the committee that may weaken it, and
other amendments will be offered on the
floor.

One of the amendments that is always
offeged is the amendment that will give
the individual the right to go to his near-
est court for his remedy. That is a plain
principle of American jurisprudence, and
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in normal times it is a sound principle,
but there is another principle that is
just as important as that, and that is,
equal justice under law. If we allow
every individual to go to his district court
and file his complaint and ask a judg-
ment on the legality of these orders,
which are national in scope and affect
thousands of people, we will have con-
fusion worse confounded.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Kentucky has expired.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself five additional minutes.

There are 96 district courts in the
United States. There are 11 circuit
courts of appeal. None of the district
courts is bound by the decisions of any
other distriet court, and none of the
circuit courts of appeal is bound by the
decisions of other circuit courts of ap-
peals, nor are the judgments precedents
that have to be followed in the other
circuit courts of appeal. So you can see
the confusion that would result if every
litigant could bring a suit in the court
that had jurisdiction of him ordinarily,
the court nearest o his home and his
business.

It was said in the last consideration
of the bill in the House that the judges
of the Emergency Court of Appeals which
has been created hecause it is necessary
to have uniform construction and deci-
sion of these questions were here lobby-
ing to obtain those positions. The
Emergency Court of Appeals is as legal a
court as the circuit courts or the district
courts. The Constitution provides there
shall be one Supreme Court and such in-
ferior courts as the Congress may from
time to time ordain and establish.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. SPENCE. I yield to the gentle-
man from Texas.

Mr. PATMAN. Is it not a fact that
the Emergency Court of Appeals is com-~
posed of judges appointed by the Presi-
dent and confirmed by the Senate?

Mr. SPENCE. No; they are not.
They are judges who are appointed by
the Chief Justice of the United States..

Mr. PATMAN. After they are ap-
pointed as United States judges, either
of the district courts or circuit courts,
then from that list of judges the Chief
Justice of the United States appoints the
Emergency Court of Appeals. They are
all United States judges.

Mr. SPENCE. It is as legal as any
other court in America. They were first
appointed by the President of the United
States. They were confirmed by the Sen-
ate. They were then appointed by the
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court as
judges of the Emergency Court of Ap-
peals Out of all those in the United
States, the man who best knows their
qualifications, their fidelity to duty, and
their industry, is the Chief Justice of the
United States. He reviews their deci-
sions. He appointed them to the Emer-
gency Court of Appeals. There are two
circuit judges and two district judges on
that bench, and they serve without addi-
tional compensation. It seems to me
these men have sought to render a fine
service to their Government without
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compensation, which is an index of their
character and public service.

I have heard at every hearing abuse of
the emergency court of appeals and the
argument that it is not a constitutional
court. It is the court that has made
the decisions on these guestions uniform
throughout the United States, so that
every man similarly situated may he
treated in substantially the same man-
ner. I know that that amendment will
be offered again. I know many amend-
ments will be offered, many of which
would cripple this act so it would not
serve the purpose for which it is being
enacted. But I doubt seriously if any
Member of the Congress had upon his
shonulders the full responsibility of con-
tinuing or destroying price control, he
would destroy it. I am not going into
the details of the bill tonight. I am
going to put the report of the committee
in the Recorp. I did not agree with some
of the amendments. I feel that any
amendment which cripples the adminis-
tration of the act renders no service
to the people of America.

The report of the committee is as
follows:

EXTENDING THE PRICE CONTROL AND STABILIZA-
TION ACTS

Mr. SpencE, from the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency, submitted the following
report:

The Committee on Banking and Currency,
to whom Wwas referred the bill (H. R. 6042) to
amend the Emergency Price Control Act of
1942, as amended, and the Stabillzation Act
of 1942, as amended, and for other purposes,
having considered the same, report favorably
thereon without amendment and recommend
that the bill do pass.

GENERAL STATEMENT

The Emergency Price Act of 1942 and the
Stabilization Act of 1942 will expire on June
30, 1946, unless their operation is extended.

The bill here being reported proposes, in
sections 1 and 2, the continuance of these
acts, with certain amendments, for a further
period of 12 months. This extension is sub-
ject to the provisions in the existing law
which authorize the termination of both acts
at any time by proclamation of the Presi-
dent or by concurrent resolution of the Con-
gress. It is the judgment of the committee
that the hazard of severe inflation of prices
and rents is far too great at this time to risk
the immediate termination of the stabiliza-
tion laws despite the striking progress which
the Nation has already made on the way to a
balanced, prosperous economy. On the con-
trary, the premature lifting of price, wage,
and rent controls would release a far more
precipitous spiral of prices and wages than
that which brought about the {llusory post-
‘war boom of 1919 and wound up in the costly
postwar collapse of 1921, .

The dropping of controls at the end of 1918
did not lead to a healthy operation of the
laws of supply and demand. Instead, its
effect was to bring about hoarding and inven-
tory speculation, and skyrocketing prices
which rose faster than the rapidly rising
wage rates. Under such circumstances, gains
in production were soon choked off. Soaring
costs made advance business planning too
risky and sustained consumer buying im-
possible. When the inevitable collapse came,
production dropped along with business
profits, farm income, and industrial wages.
Only business failures and farm and home
foreclosures rose. Surely this country does
not wish to risk a repetition of that experi-
ence—and on a far larger scale.

.
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We see no basis for the fear occasionally
volced in our hearings that our free-enter=
prise economy is now so fettered by the emer=
gency controls that it will never be able to
produce goods in sufficient volume to permit
the safe ending of these regulations, That is
not to say that there have been no disloca=-
tions of supply or interruptions to production
as the Nation has liquidated the greatest war
effort in history. But, despite war-born
shortages of manpower, materials, and facili-
ties and despite some serious labor-manage-
ment difficulties, our production has already
forged ahead until the Federal Reserve
Board's index of production, covering manu-
facturing and mining industries, stands at
154 for February, as against 100 in the base
period 1935-39, with an increase to about 169
indicated for March. Even if production for
the armed forces, estimated at from 10 to 15
points of the index, is subtracted, the re-
sulting figure for February, around 140, rep-
resents the highest level ever attained in the
absence of war demand.

The 52,000,000 persons now employed con-
stitute the largest peacetime working force
ever assembled. With the number of un-
employed at a low level, it is evident that, far
from being paralyzed, our economy will rap-
idly go forward to still higher production
peaks with the return of veterans to civilian
employment, the elimination of materials
shortages, and the general increase in effi-
ciency which comes with settlement of in-
dustrial disputes and disappearance of ab-
normal operating conditions,

The effect of such progress is not immedi-
ate but it is sure. As production increases
and as shortages of industrial materials and
consumer goods ease, the peril of inflationary
pressures will diminish. Confidence in the
stability of the dollar will be restored, and
the vast liquid savings of American families
and businesses will no longer be an inflation-
ary menace but will become a safe reservoir
of wealth to be drawn on for the orderly de-
velopment of the national economy,

In view of these circumstances, the com=
mittee has concerned itself primarily with
providing for the orderly withdrawal of price
controls and subsidies as the need for them
departs rather than with specifyilng new
standards and restrictive amendments to
meet the various objections to the legislation
which have been expressed by witnesses ap-
pearing before it.

The committee has been more impressed by
the complaints of individual inequities and
hardships than by the criticisms of the gen-
eral priclng standards developed by the Of-
fice of Price Administration within the
framework of the price-control legislation.
In not accepting amendments which would
compel extensive changes in pricing stand-
ards, the committee in addition to other con-
siderations has been mindful of the pricing
uncertainties and delays which would be the
inevitable consequence of requiring the Of-
fice of Price Administration to embark upon
a sweeping program of review and revision
of its regulations, which would have the ef-
fect of increasing rather than diminishing
individual inequities.

It must be borne in mind, moreover, in
appraising these pricing standards that the
easing of shortages in materials, the influx
of manpower from the armed forces, and the
settlement of Ilabor-management disputes
will automatically cure many of the difficul-
ties now attributed to price ceilings. Ac-
cordingly, the committee has restricted its
proposals for amendments directed to spe-
cific problems to a relatively few situations
where the action required by the amend-
ments would, in the judgment of the com-
mittee, either further the basic objectives of
the acts or correct particular inequities with-
out putting those objectives in jeopardy.

The Price Control and Stabilization Acts,
by reason of their universal application and
the wide varlety of subjects affected under
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general regulations, have resulted in injus-
tices and inequalities affecting individuals.
These injustices and inequalities have been
brought out in the hearings, and the Office
of Price Administration, by reason of that
fact, has knowledge of their existence.
These individual hardship cases have had
far more to do with any sentiment that exists
against the Office of Price Administration
than all other reasons combined. The com-
mittee demands that measures be taken at
the earliest possible time by the authorities
to remedy all just complaints and that the
Office of Price Administration be diligent In
the future in preventing the recurrence of
conditions that may bring about similar
complaints.

REMOVAL OF PRICE AND WAGE CONTROLS

Section 3 of the bill adds a new section to
title I of the Emergency Price Control Act
for the purpose of providing an orderly ter-
mination of the general control of prices and
wages and of the use of the subsidy powers
conferred by section 2 (e) of the act.

Subsection (a) of the new section sets
forth the congressional policy that these
controls shall be terminated without further
extension not later than June 30, 1947, and
that the Office of Price Administration shall
be abolished on that date. Although the
officials in charge of the stabilization pro-
gram have consistently, and, the committee
believes, sincerely disclaimed any intention
to perpetuate these controls, there have been
persistent expressions of the fear that price
and wage control might become permanent.
1t is the purpose of this section to put those
fears to rest and to charge the Administra=-
tor with the duty of formulating a compre-
hensive plan for the progressive removal of
controls so as to effect the return to a free
market and free collective bargaining with-
out disturbance of the national economy.

At the same time recognition is given to
the fact that critical shortages in some com-
modities and in housing accommodations
are likely to continue beyond June 30, 1947,
and the President is directed to report to
Congress not later than April 1, 1947, what, if
any, of the powers granted by the Emergency
Price Control Act will require further tempo-
rary continuance. In line with the declara-
tion of policy that the Office of Price Admin-
istration shall be ahbolished, the President 1s
further directed to make his recommenda=-
tions as to the established departments or
agencies which should be charged with the
administration of such powers.

Bubsection (b) sets up a procedure for the
removal of price controls over particular com=-
modities upon satisfaction of domestic de-
mand therefor. It should be noted that sec-
tion 2 (¢) of the Emergency Price Control
Act, as amended in 1944, provides for the
removal of rent controls in areas where they
are no longer needed.

The President, in whom responsibility was
vested by the Stabilization Act of October 2,
1942, for the stabilization of prices, wages,
and salaries affecting the cost of living and
for the making thereafter of necessary ad-
justments, is further, charged by this sub-
section with Tesponsibility for the removal of
maximum price controls. He is directed to
make periodic determinations whether do-
mestic demand for any commodity or class
of commodities has been satisfied and
whether, having consideration for the pur-
poses of this act and looking toward full
production, price controls over such com-
modities should be removed. The Adminis-
trator is directed to remove controls not later
than 10 days after certification to that effect
by the President.

Subsection (c¢) makes it clear that the Ad-
ministrator retains authority to remove spe-
cific controls at an earlier time than would
be required under the preceding subsection
in any case where in his judgment earlier
removal is consistent with the purposes of
the act.
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Subsection (d) furnishes the safeguard of
authorizing the restoration of maximum
price controls in the case of any particular
commodity or class of commodities when, by
reason of changed conditions, the President
has found that an unsatisfied domestic de-
mand therefor has arisen and remained un-
satisfied for more than 60 days without im-
mediate prospect of change. 4

Stabilization officials described to the com-
mittee the present decontrol policy and rec-
ommended that the matter be left to admin-
istrative discretion. The committee is, how-
ever, of the opinion that the inclusion in
the statute of standards for decontrol and
the placing of responsibility therefor in the
hands of the President will serve to stimulate
the full production which all agree is the
one final answer to inflation.

RESIDENTIAL OR APARTMENT HOTELS

It has come to the attention of the com-
mittee that transient hotels as a class may be
differently situated from residential or apart-
ment hotels for the purposes of rent regula-
tions with respect to such general factors
as investment, operating expenses, and me-
chanics of operation. To make clear that in
establishing rent ceilings for, or in passing
upon applications for adjustment by, tran-
sient hotels, the Administrator may appro-
priately take such distinctions into consid-
eration, the committee proposes by section 4
of the bill the addition at the end of sub-
section (b) of section 2 of the Emergency
Price Control Act of a new paragraph au-
thorizing the Administrator so to act.

PROGRESSIVE REDUCTION OF SUBSIDIES

Sectlon 5 of the bill provides for the pro-
gressive reduction of subsidies. It was not
believed practicable to provide a rigid or
detailed timetable for the reduction or elimi-
nation of each subsidy. There are a number
of reasons which led to this conclusion,

In the first place, a removal schedule could
not well be tied to the amounts spent for
each subsidy program in the corresponding
periods of the past year. The periods are not
comparable. There were changes during the
past year in the amounts of payment of some
subsidies, such as flour, while other programs,
such as peanuts, were eliminated, and still
others, such as flaxseed, were instituted for
the first time.

Secondly, to tie the removal requirement
instead to a schedule of periodic reductions
of each subsidy by fixed percentages would
be to disregard the fact that the amounts of*
payment for a number of programs vary
markedly on a seasonal basis. Moreover,
such periodic reductions would generally have
the unstabilizing effect of requiring a suc-
cession of price increases for the commodity
involved. This would impose a time-con-
sum administrative work load (for example,
several weeks were needed recently to com-
pute the thousands of individual increases
in wholesale and retail meat ceilings). This
requirement would also make far more diffi-
cult the already difficult task of framing ef-
fective regulations to guard against specu-
lative windfall profits and to discourage the
withholding from the market of goods on
which a subsidy has already been paid until
the price increase is effective.

In the third place, a detailed removal
schedule would conflict with the need to
avold breaking off crop programs during the
crop year, Finally, producers and processsors
can be better protected against injury to
their markets if the timing of subsidy re-
movals is left to administrative judgment.

The method resorted to in this section of
the bill affords the essential degree of flexi-
bility. Each category of subsidies is limited
to the amount estimated to be needed if
the program were carrled through the tom-
ing fiscal year on its present basis, and an
overriding limitation provides that reduc-
tions should be so made that no more than
three-quarters of the aggregate of the
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amounts thus authorized shall be used. It
is further provided that reductions shall be
commenced at the earliest practicable date,
but in no event later than October 1, 1946.
In directing corresponding price increases
when a subsidy is reduced or eliminated, to
the extent that such increases are necessary
to satisfy the requirements of law or to ob-
tain maximum mnecessary production, the
committee recognized that ordinarily the re-
duction or elimination of a subsidy will ecall
for a corresponding increase in Imaximum
prices. The exception to this rule would be
a situation where the subsidy had been In-
stituted to bring out added production of a
commodity, which added production is no
longer needed, and where the return with-
out the subsidy.would satisfy the require-
ments of law. Just as a price increase above
the legal minimum which was given as an
incentive to production may properly be
taken away if the reason for the incentive
disappears, so the removal of a subsidy in-
stituted in lieu of such a price increase
should not require a mandatory price In-
crease to the full amount of the subsidy.
Otherwise the producers of subsidized com-
modities would be given a price advantage
over other producers. It is manifest, how-
ever, that in the great majority of cases, as
for example the dairy-production-payment
program, the need for maximum production
still exists and price increases will be re-
quired when the subsidy is reduced.

The term “subsidy operations” is defined
for the purposes of the foregoing limitations

to mean subsidizing directly or indirectly the’

sale of commodities by the making of sub-
sidy payments or the purchase of any com-
modities for resale at a loss for the purposes
stated in section 2 (e) (1) of the Emergency
Price Control Act, as amended. Those pur-
poses ar2 to obtain maximum necessary pro-
duction or otherwise to supply the demand
for any commodity by making subsidy pay-
ents or purchases for resale at a loss in lieu
of ceiling price adjustments. The definition
of a subsidy operation is not intended to
include payments or losses incident to such
of the operations of the Commodity Credit
Corporation as sales of commodities for ex-
port at competitive world prices pursuant to
section 21 (c) of the Surplus Property Act
of 1944, sales of farm commodities for new or
byproduct uses pursuant to section 2 of the
act of April 12, 1945 (69 Stat. 50), sales of
commeodities pursuant to section 2 of the
act of April 12, 1945 (59 Stat. 50), which have
substantially deteriorated in quality, or of
nonhbasic perishable commodities where there
is danger of loss through waste or spoilage,
and loans, purchases, or other price-support
operations which do not involve supporting
prices to producers of agricultural commodi-
ties at levels above those reflected by price
ceilings.

The limitations apply to subsidy operations
for the fiscal year 1047. Subsidy operations
for the fiscal year 1947 which relate to 1946
crop programs may not, of course, be com-
pleted during the fiscal year 1947, and the
bill does not contemplate that the comple-
tion of such operations would have to be
during the fiscal year 1947. Likewise, in the
case of subsidy operations for the fiscal year
1947 which do not relate to crop programs,
the bill contemplates that payments of obli-
gations incurred during the fiscal year could
be made after the end of the fiscal year,
Thus, in the case of payments under the
dairy-production program, payments could
be made after the end of the fiscal year 1947
with respect to dairy products produced and
sold during that fiseal year.

SUBSIDIES ALREADY AUTHORIZED

The purpose of section 6 of the bill is to
make it clear that certain subsidy payments
may be made during the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1946, as authorized by existing law.
Authorizations for the present fiscal year are
contained in Public Law 30 relating to opera-
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tions of Commodity Credit Corporation, Pub-
lic Law 88 relating to operations by the Re-
construction Finance Corporation, and Public
Law 164 relating to operations of Commodity
Credit Corporation with- respect to certain
increases in subsidy payments over the
amounts provided for In Public Law 30. It
was felt that there might be a technical
question whether, in the absence of section
6, the language of section 5 of this bill might
not be construed to prevent those subsidy
payments now authorized to the end of this
fiscal year. Likewise a savings clause was
added to preclude any poseibility that this
bill could be construed to include purchases
of tin ore and tin concentrates for the con-
tinued operation of the Texas City tin
smelter. These purchases were specifically
excluded by Public Law 328.

DECONTROL OF CERPAIN “NEW COMMODITIES"

Under the stimulus of war, American in-

ventive genius has made great strides for-
ward. When the utilization by private enter-

prise of the resulting sclentific and techno--

logical gains may be possible without unsta-
bilizing eifect, price controls should not be
allowed to stand in the way. With this in
view, the committee proposes by section 7 of
the bill the addition of a new subsection (o)
to section 2 of the Emergency Price Control
Act which would require the exemption from
existing or future controls of any commodity
which, when used in the production, manu-
facture, or processing of any other commod-
ity, would either increase the life of the latter
commodity or reduce the.cost of producing,
manufacturing, or processing it. To assure
the consistency of action under this pro-
vision with the purposes of the act, the con-
dition is prescribed that the use of the com-
modity in production, manufacturing, or
processing shall not increase the cost to the
ultimate user.

The operation of this requirement is not
limited to new commodities which are here-
after developed. From the standpoint of
time, the test prescribed is whether or not
the commodity was available for commercial
sale or industrial use prior to January 30,
1942, the date of the Emergency Price Con-
trol Act. Of course, the fact that, after that
date, a previously available commodity was
changed in various respects would not neces-
sarily render the changed commodity “new"
within the meaning of this provision. The
question of when a commodity is essentially
a new commodity is one which of necessity
must be left to the application of administra-
tive standards.

THE MAXIMUM AVERAGE FRICE FLAN

Early in 1945 the Office of Price Admin-
istration instituted a plan for preventing the
shift from the lower-priced to the higher-
priced lines of wool and rayon fabrics and
of most articles of apparel. The method de-
veloped to encourage the production of the
lower-priced lines, which became known as
the maximum average price plan, operated to
restrain a manufacturer subject to it from
delivering for sale in any quarter gocds
averaging in price more than the weighted
average price of the goods which he had deliv-
ered for sale in a corresponding previous
quarter, either in 1943 or in 1944, depending
on the commodity. i

Witnesses before this committee from the
wool fabric, the apparel, and the retail-dry-
goods industries were vigorous in their con-
demnation of the operation of this plan.
They asserted that it not only caused hard-
ship to manufacturers, but also was respon-
sible for encouraging the production of shod-
dy merchandise. Officials of the Office of
Price Administration admitted that, as a
consequence of shortages in materials and
manpower, the plan had not operated in
accordance with their initial expectations but
claimed that a series of modifications made
in the plan when difficulties were encountered
in its administration were removing the
grounds for objection to it.
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The committee i1s not satisfied that the
maximum average price plan is workable or
necessary and hence proposes to eliminate it
by adding a new subsection (p) to section
2 of the Emergency Price Control Act con-
tained in section 7 of the bill.

PROTECTION OF TRADE DISCOUNTS AND CHARGES
FOR CERTAIN RETAIL INDUSTRIES

The committee has not concurred in the
contention advanced before it that all in-
creases required in the ceilings of manufac-
turers should be passed through to consum-
ers, regardless of retallers' ability to absorb
some of the increased cost. While it be-
lieves that such action would increase the
cost of living without warrant and would
discriminate unfairly against manufacturers
who are required to absorb cost increases
within the limits of Office of Price Adminis-
tration’s pricing standards, the committee
has, nevertheless, been impressed by the case
of the retail industry which specializes in
the sale of a commodity or commodities that
had been largely forced out of production
or retail cistribution by wartime governmen-
tal restrictions. Accordingly, until such a
retail industry has been restored to its
peacetime volume of sales for a reasonable
period of time, the proposed new subsection
(q) of section 2 of the Emergency Price Con-
trol Act added by section 7 of the bill would
prohibit the Administrator, in establishing
maximum prices under section 2, from re-
ducing the retail trade discounts or dealer
handling charges established in the industry
under normal peacetime conditions for the
sale of the commodity.

The test prescribed in the proposed

amendment to determine whether a retail -

industry is entitled to the benefit of this
rule is that jts principal sales during the
years 1939-41 were of a commodity or com-
modities the production or retail distribu-
tion of which had been reduced, as a result
of governmental restriction or regulation, for
3 years ng March 2, 1943, by at least
76 percent below its level for the years
1839-41.

The test to determine whether the indus-
try’s sales of a commodity have been restored
to the point that it no longer would require
the protection of this amendment is that
retail unit sales for a period of 6 months
have reached the industry's average annual
retail sales of the commodity for the years
1939-41.

PRODUCTS MADE FROM COTTON AND WOOL

The 1944 amendment to section 3 of the
Stabilization Act of 1942 which specified the
standard to be applied in establishing maxi-
mum prices for major items of products
made in whole or major part from cotton or
cotton yarn has given rise to the question
whether the cost basis which must be used
in determining the ceiling of a major item
pursuant to that standard is the current cost
of cotton of the grade and staple used in
the item where that cost is higher than the
parity price. It is the committee's opinion
that that question should be resolved in the
affirmative, and provision for this is made in
the amendment which the committee by sec-
tion 8 of the bill proposes for inclusion at
the end of section 3 of the Stabilization Act.
The proposed amendment, in further speci-
fying that to such cost there be added the
welghted average of mill conversion costs and
a reasonable profit Is merely declaratory of
the existing administrative practice.

The committee has also proposed the ap-
plication of the same formula in the pricing
of major items of products made in whole or
major part from wool or wool yarn.

CHANGES IN EXISTING LAW

In compliance with paragraph 2a of rule
XIII of the Rules of the Hous=e of Representa-
tives, changes in existing law made by the
bill, as introduced, are shown as follows (ex-
isting law proposed to be omitted is enclosed
in black brackets, new matter is printed in
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italles, existing law in which no change Is
proposed is shown in roman):

“EMERGENCY PRICE CONTROL ACT OF 1942, As
AMENDED

“'TITLE I—GENERAL PROVISIONS AND AUTHORITY
“Purposes; time limit; applicability

“SgcrioN 1. (a) It is hereby declared to be

in the interest of the national defense and
security and necessary to the effective prose-
cution of the present war, and the purposes
of this Act are, to stabilize prices and to pre-
vent speculative, unwarranted, and abnormal
increases in prices and rents; to eliminate
and prevent profiteering, hoarding, manipu-
lation, speculation, and other disruptive
practices resulting from abnormal market
conditions or scarcities caused by or contrib-
uting to the national emergency; to assure
that defense appropriations are not dissipat-
ed by excessive prices; to protect persons with
relatively fixed and limited incomes, con-
sumers, wage earners, investors, and persons
dependent on life insurance, annuities, and
pensions, from undue impairment of their
standard of living; to prevent hardships to
persons engaged in business, to schools, uni-
versities, and other institutions, and to the
Federal, State, and local governments, which
would result from abnormal increases in
prices; to assist in securing adequate produc-
tion of commodities and facilities; to pre-
vent a post emergency collapse of values; to
stabilize agricultural prices in the manner
provided in section 3; and to permitf volun-
tary cooperation between the Government
and producers, processors, and others to ac-
complish the aforesaid purposes. It shall be
the policy of those departments and agencies
of the Government dealing with wages (in-
cluding the Department of Labor and its
various bureaus, the War Department, the
Navy Department, the War Production Board,
the National Labor Relations Board, the Na-
tional Mediation Board, the National War
Labor Board, and others heretofore or here-
after created), within the limits of their
authority and jurisdiction, to work toward a
stabilization of prices, fair and equitable
wages, and cost of production.
* “(b) The provisions of this Act, and all
regulations, orders, price schedules, and re-
quirements thereunder, shall terminate on
[June 30, 19461 June 30, 1947, or upon the
date of a proclamation by the President, or
upon the date specified in a concurrent reso-
lution by the two Houses of the Congress,
declaring that the further continuance of the
authority granted by this Act is not neces-
sary in the interest of the national defense
and security, whichever date is the earlier;
except that as to offenses committed, or
rights or liabilities incurred, prior to such
termination date, the provisions of this Act
and such regulations, orders, price sched-
ules, and requirements shall be treated as
still remaining in force for the purpose of
sustaining any proper suit, action, or prose-
cution with respect to any such right, liabil-
ity, or offense.

“(c) The provisions of this Act shall be
applicable to the United States, its Terri-
tories and possessions, and the District of
Columbia.

“Removal of price and wage conirols

“Sec. 1A. (a) It is hereby declared to be the
policy of the Congress that the general con-
trol of prices and wages, and the use of the
subsidy powers conferred by section 2 (e) of
this Act, shall be terminated, without further
extension, not later than June 30, 1947, and
that on that date the Office of Price Admin-
istration shall be abolished. The Price Ad-
minisirator (and the Secretary of Agriculture
to the extent of his responsibility under sec-
tion 3 (e) of this Act) shall proceed imme-
diately to formulate a comprehensive plan

. Jor the progressive removal of price controls
and subsidies in order that the return to a
free market and to free collective bargaining
may be accomplished on or before June 30,
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1947, without disturbance of the national
economy. The President shall, not later than
April 1, 1947, report to the Congress what, if
any, commodities or classes of commodities,
including housing. accommodations, are in
such eritically short supply as to necessitate,
in his judgment, the continuance of the
powers granted by this Act as to them after
June 30, 1947, together with his recommen=-
dations as to the established departments or
agencies of the Government which should be
charged with the administration *of such
wers.

“(b) (1) Maximum price controls shall be
removed, as provided in this subsection in
the case of particular commodities or classes
of commodities, upon satisfaction of domes-
tic demand therefor,

“(2) The President shall make from time
to time, but not less frequently than once
each month, as to each commodity or class
of commodities in the case of which mazi-
mum price controls are in effect, a determi-
nation as to whether domestic demand for
such commodity or class of commodities has
been satisfied. Whenever the President shall
determine that domestic demand for any
such commodity or class of commodities has
been satisfied, and that, having consideration
for the purposes of this Act and looking
toward full production, price controls should
accordingly be removed in the case of such
commodity or class of commodities, he shall
forthwith certify such determination in
writing to the Price Administrator.

“{3) When the Price Administrator has
received from the President a certification in
writing, under this subsection, with respect
to any commodity or class of commodities,
the Price Administrator shall not later than
ten days after the receipt of such certifica-
tion, take such action as may be necessary
to remove all price controls with respect to
such commodity or class of commodities.

“{e) Nothing in subsection (b) shall limit
the authority of the Price Administrator to
remove price controls with respect to any
commodity or class of commodities at an
earlier time than would be the case under
the provisions of such subsection in any case
which, in his judgment, removal of such con=
trols at an earlier time is consistent with the
purposes of this Act.

(d) (1) After mazimum price controls
have been removed in accordance with sub-
section (b), in the case of any commodity
or class of commaodities, the President shall
from time to time determine whether, by
reason of changed conditions, there has
arisen an unsatisfied domestic demand for
such commodity or class of commodities.
Whenever the President determines that
such demand has arisen and has remained
unsatisfied for a period of more than 60 days,
and, in his judgment, there is no immediate
prospect of such demand being satisfied, he
shall forthwith certify that fact in writing
to the Price Administrator.

“(2) When the Price Administrator has
received from the President a certification in
writing under this subsection with respect
to a particular commodity or class of com-
modities, the Price Administrator may re-
establish, with respect to such commodity
or class of commodities, such mazimum price
or mazimum prices, consistent with appli-
cable provisions of law, as in his judgment
may be necessary to effectuate the purposes
of this Act,

“Prices, rents, and market and renting
practices

“Sec. 2. (a) Whenever in the judgment of
the Price Administrator (provided for in sec-
tion 201) the price or prices of a commodity
or commodities have risen or threaten to rise
to an extent or in a manner inconsistent with
the purposes of this Act, he may by regu-
lation or order establish such maximum price
or maximum prices as in his judgment will
be generally fair and equitable and will effec-
tuate the purposes of thiy Act, So far as
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practicable, in establishing any maximum
price, the Administrator shall ascertain and
give due consideration to the prices prevail-
ing between October 1 and October 15, 1941
(or if, in the case of any commodity, there
are no prevailing prices between such dates,
or the prevailing prices between such dates
are not generally representative because of
abnormal or seasonal market conditions or
other cause, then to the prices prevailing
during the nearest two-week period in which,
in the judgment of the Administrator, the
prices for such commodity are generally rep-
resentative), for the commodity or commodi-
tles included under such regulation or order,
and shall make adjustments for such rele-
vant factors as he may determine and deem
to be of general applicability, including the
following: Speculative fluctuations, general
increases or decreases in costs of production,
distribution, and transportation, and general
increases or decreases in profits earned by
sellers of the commodity or commodities,
during and subsequent to the year ended
October 1, 1941: Provided, That no such reg-
ulation or order shall contaln any provision
requiring the determination of costs other-
wise than in accordance with established ac-
counting methods, Every regulation or order
issued under the foregoing provisions of this
subsection shall be accompanied by a state-
ment of the considerations involved in the
issuance of such regulation or order. As
used in the foregoing provisions of this
subsection, the term “regulation or order"
means a regulation or order of general appli-

‘cability and effect. Before issuing any regu-

lation or order under the foregoing provisions
of this subsection, the Administrator shall, so
far as practicable, advise and consult with
representative members of the industry which
will be affected by such regulation or order,
and shall give consideration to their recom-
mendations. In the case of any commodity
for which a maximum price has been estab-
lished, the Administrator shall, at the request
of any substantial portion of the industry
subject to such maximum price, regulation,
or order of the Administrator, appoint an
industry advisory committee, or committees,
elther national or regional or both, consisting
of such number of representatives of the in-
dustry as may be necessary in order to con-
stitute a committee truly representative of
the industry, or of the industry in such
reglon, as the case may be, The committee
shall seleet a chairman from among its mem-
bers, and shall meet at the eall of the chair-
man. The Administrator shall from time to
time, at the request of the committee, ad-
vise and consult with the committee with
respect to the regulation or order, and with
respect to the form thereof, and classifica-
tions, differentiations, and adjustments
therein, The committee may make such
recommendations to the Administrator as it
deems advisable, and such recommendations
shall be considered by the Administrator.
Whenever in the judgment of the Admin-
istrator such action is necessary or proper
in order to effectuate the purposes of this
Act, he may, without regard to the foregoing
provisions of this subsection, issue temporary
regulations or orders establishing as a max-
imum price or maximum prices the price or’
prices prevailing with respect to any com-
modity or commodities within five days prior
to the date of issuance of such temporary
regulations or orders; but any such tempo-
rary regulation or order shall be effective for
not more than sixty days, and may be re-
placed by a regulation or order issued under
the foregoing provisions of this subsection.
“(b) Whenever in the judgment of the
Administrator such action is necessary or
proper in order to effectuate the purposes of
this Act, he shall issue a declaration setting
forth the necessity for, and recommendations
with reference to, the stabilization or redue-
tion of rents for any defense-area housing ac-
commodations within a particular defense-
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rental area. If within sixty days after the
issuance of any such recommendations rents
for any such accommodations within such
defense-rental area have not In the judg-
ment of the Administrator been stabilized or
reduced by State or local regulation, or other-
wise, in accordance with the recommenda-
tions, the Administrator may by regulation
or order establish such maximum rent or
maximum rents for such accommodations as
in his judgment will be generally fair and
equitable and will effectuate the purposes of
this Act. So far as practicable, in establish-
ing any mazimum rent for any defense-area
housing accommodations, the Administrator
shall ascertain and give due consideration to
the rents prevailing for such accommoda-
tions, or comparable accommodations, on or
about April 1, 1941 (or Iif, prior or subsequent
to April 1, 1841, defense activities shall have
resulted or threatened to result in increases
in rents for housing accommodations in such
area inconsistent with the purposes of this
Act, then on or about a date (not earller than
April 1, 1840), which in the judgment of the
Administrator, does not reflect such in-
creases), and he shall make adjustments for
such relevant factors as he may determine
and deem to be of general applicability in re-
spect of such accommodations, inchiding in-
creases or decreases in property taxes and
other costs within such defense-rental area.
In designating defense-rental areas, in pre-
scribing regulations and orders establishing
maximum rents for such accommodations,
and in selecting persons to administer such
regulations and orders, the Administrator
shall, to such extent as he determines to be
practicable, consider any recommendations
which may be made by State and local officials
concerned with housing or rental conditions
in any defense-rental area. Whenever the
Administrator shall find that, in any defense-
rental area or any portion thereof specified
by him, the availability of adequate rental
housing accommodations and other relevant
factors are such as to make rent control un-
necessary for the purpose of eliminating
speculative, unwarranted, and abnormal in-
creases in rents and of preventing profiteer-
ing, and speculative and other disruptive
practices resulting from abnormal market
conditions caused by congestion, the con-
trols imposed upon rents by authority of this
Act in such defense-rental area or portion
thereof shall be forthwith abolished; but
whenever in the judgment of the Adminis-
trator it Is necessary or proper, in order to
effectuate the purposes of this Act, to reestab-
lish the regulation of rents in any such de-
fense-rental area or portion thereof, he may
forthwith by regulation or order reestablish
maximum rents for housing accommodations
therein in accordance with the standards set
forth in this Act. Before issuing any regula-
tion or order under the foregoing provisions
of this subsection, the Administrator shall,
80 far as practicable, advise and consult with
representative members of the industry
which will be affected by such regulation or
order, and shall give consideration to their
recommendations, The Administrator shall,
at the request of any substantial portion of
the industry subject to such regulation or
order of the Administrator, appoint a na-
tional Industry advisory committee, or com-
mittees, in the same manner and form and
with the same powers and duties as pro-
vided in subsection (a) for industry advisory
committees relating to price.

“After the date upon which this paragraph
takes effect, the Administrator, when estab-
lishing rent ceilings on hotels or when pass-
ing upon applications for adjustments of rent
ceilings on hotels, is authorized to take into
consideration the distinction between trans-
fent hotels and residential or apartment
hotels; including the difference in the invest-
ment, operation, expenses and wmechanical
details of operation between the transient
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hotels and the residential and apartment
hotels.

“(c) Any regulation or order under this
section may be established in such form and
manner, may contain such classifications and
differentiations, and may provide for such ad-
Justments and reasonable exceptions, as in
the judgment of the Administrator are neces-
sary or proper in order to effectuate the pur-
poses of this Act. Under regulations to be
prescribed by the Administrator, he shall pro-
vide for the making of individual adjust-
ments in those classes of cases where the rent
on ihe maximuim rent date for any housing
accommodations is, due to peculiar circum-
stances, substantially higher or lower than
the rents generally prevailing in the defense-
rental area for comparable housing accom-
modations, and In those classes of cases
where substantial hardship has resulted since
the maximum rent date from a substantial
and unavoidable increase in property taxes
or operating costs. Any regulation or order
under this section which establishes a maxi-
mum price or maximum rent may provide
for a maximum price or maximum rent below
the price or prices prevailing for the com-
modity or commodities, or below the rent or
rents prevailing for the defense-area housing
accommodations, at the time of the issuance
of such regulation or order.

“(d) Whenever in the judgment of the Ad-
ministrator such action is necessary or proper
in order to effectuate the purposes of this
Act, he may, by regulation or order, regulate
or prohibit speculative or manipulative prac-
tices (including practices relating to changes
in form or quality) or hoarding, in connec-
tion with any commodity, and speculative or
manipulative practices or renting or leasing
practices (including practices relating to re-
covery of the possession) in connection with
any defense-area housing accommodations,
which In his judgment are equivalent to or
are likely to result in price or rent increases,
as the case may be, inconsistent with the
purposes of this Act.

“{e) (1) Whenever the Administrator de-
termines that the maximum necessary pro-
duction of any commodity is not being ob-
tained or may not be obtained during the
ensuing year, he may, on behalf of the United
States, without regard to the provisions of
law requiring competitive bidding, buy or sell
at public or private sale, or store for use, such
commodity in such guantities and in such
manner and upon such terms and conditions
as he determines to be necessary to obtain
the maximum necessary production thereof
or otherwise to supply the demand therefor,
or make subsidy payments to domestic pro-
ducers of such commodity in such amounts
and in such manner and upon such terms
and conditions as he determines to be neces-
sary to obtain the maximum necessary pro-
duction thereof: Provided, That in the case
of any commodity which has heretofore or
may hereafter be defined as a strategic or
critical material by the President pursuant
to sectlon 5d of the Reconstruction Finance
Corporation Act, as amended, such deter-
minations shall be made by the Federal Loan
Administrator, with the approval of the
President, and, notwithstanding any other
provision of this Act or of any existing law,
such commodity may be bought or sold, or
stored or used, and such subsidy payments to
domestic producers thereof may be paid, only
by corporations created or organized pur-
suant to such section 5d; except that in the
case of the sale of any commodity by any
such corporation, the sale price therefor shall
not exceed any maximum price established
pursuant to subsection (a) of this section
which is applicable to such commodity at
the time of sale or delivery, but such sale
price may be below such maximum price or
below the purchase price of such commodity,
and the Administrator may make recom-
mendations with respect to the buying or
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selling, or storage or use, of any such com-
modity: Provided, however, That, with the
exception of any commodity which prior to
the effective date of this amendatory pro-
viso has been defined as a strategic or critical
material pursuant to section 5d of the Re-
construction Finance Corporation Act, as
amended, no agricultural commeodity or
commodity manufactured or processed In
whole or substantial part from any agricul-
tural commodity intended to be used as food
for humsan consumption, shall, for the pur-
poses of this suhsection, be defined as a stra-
tegic or critical material pursuant to the pro-
visions of said section 5d of the Reconstrue-
tion Finance Corporation Act, as amended,
In any case in which a commodity is domesti-
cally produced, the powers granted to the Ad-
ministrator by this subsection shall be exer-
cised with respect to importations of such
commodity only to the extent that, in the
judgment of the Administrator, the domestic
preduction of the commodity is not sufficient
to satisfy the demand therefor. Nothing in
this section shall be construed to modify,
suspend, amend, or supersede any provision
of the Tariff Act of 1830, as amended, and
nothing in this section, or in any existing
law, shall be construed to authorize any sale
or other disposition of any agricultural com-
modity contrary to the provisions of the Agri-
cultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended,
or to authorize the Administrator to prohibit
trading in any agricultural commodity for
future delivery if such trading is subject to
the provisions of the Commodity Exchange
Act, as amended.

“[After June 30, 1945, neither the Price Ad-
ministrator nor the Reconstruction Finance
Corporation nor any other Government
corporation shall make any subsidy pay-
ments, or buy any commodity for the purpose
of selling them at a loss and thereby sub-
sidizing directly or indirectly the sale of com-
moditles, unless the money required for such
subsidies, or sale at a loss, has been appro-
priated by Congress for such purpose; and
appropriations for such purpose are hereby
authorized to be made.]

“(2) Subsidy operations, as hereinajter de-
fined, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1947,
shall be limited as follows: subject to the
provisions of paragraph (3):

“(A) With respect to funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation—

“(i) for the dairy production payment
program, $515,000,000: Provided, That in car-
rying out the dairy production payment pro-
gram the rate of payment per pound of but-
terfat delivered shall not be less than 25 per
centum of the national weighted average rate
of payment per hundred pounds of whole
milk delivered;

“(ii) for other noncrop programs, §50,000,-
000; and

“(iit) for the 1946 crop program opera-
tions, $160,000,000:

“Provided, That not tlo ezceed 10 per
centum of each amount specified in clauses
(i), (ii), and (iii) of ihis subparagraph (A)
shall be available interchangeably for the
operations described in such clauses but in
1o case shall the total subsidy operations
under any one of such clauses be increased
by more than 10 per centum; and

“{B) With respect to junds of the Recon-
struction Finance Corporation—

“(i) for rubber produced in Latin Amer-
ifca and Africa jor which commitments were
made before January 1, 1946, $31,000,000;

“(i) for materials or commodities pro-
duced in the United States as follows:

“Meat, §715,000,000;

“Flour, $260,000,000;

“Petroleum and petroleum products, $50,-
000,000;

“Copper, lead, and zine in the form of pre-
mium price payments, $100,000,000;

“(iii) for other materials or commodities,
produced in or outside the United States,
$170,000,000:
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Provided, That in the event the entire
amount of any of the allocations referred to
in this subparagraph (B) is mot required
for its purpose, the unused portion of such
allocation, but not to exceed 10 per centum
of such allocation, may be used for such sub-
sidy operations for any item or items enu-
merated in this subparagraph (B) as may be
determined by the Economic Stabilization
Director.

“(3) Notwithstanding the provisions of
paragraph (2), substdy operations for the fis-
cal year ending June 30, 1947, shall be pro-
-gressively reduced, due regard being had to
‘the welfare of the producers and processors
of the commodities subsidized. Such reduc-
tion shall be commenced at the earliest prac-
ticable date consistent with the purposes of
this Act, but in no event later than October
1, 1946. Such reductions shall be so carried
out that the aggregate of subsidy operations

for the fiscal year shall not exceed seventy-
" five per centum of the sum of the amounts
set forth in paragraph (2): Provided, That
upon the reduction or elimination of such
subsidy operations the Administrator shall
make corresponding increases in mazimum
prices to the extent that such increases are
‘necessary to satisfy the requirements of law
‘o~ to obtain the marimum mnecessary pro-
-duction.

“(4) For the purposes of paragraphs (2)
and (3), the term ‘subsidy operations’ means
subsidizing directly or indirectly the sale of
commodities by the making of subsidy pay-
ments or the purchase of any commodities
for resale at a loss, for the purposes stated in
-paragraph (1) of this subsection (€).

“(f) No power conferred by this section
shall be construed to authorize any action
contrary to the provisions and purposes of
section 3, and mno agricultural commodity
ghall be sold within the United States pur-
suant to the provisions of this section by any
governmental agency at a price below the
price limitations imposed by sectlon 3 (a)
of this Act with respect to such commodity.

“(g) Regulations, orders, and requirements
under this Act may contain such provisions
as the Administrator deems necessary to
prevent the circumvention or evasion there-
of.

“(h) The powers granted in this section
shall not be used or made to operate to
compel changes in the business practices, cost
practices or methods, or means or alds to
distribution, established in any industry, or
changes in established rental practices, ex-
cept where such action is affirmatively found
by the Administrator to be necessary to
prevent circumvention or evasion of any reg-
ulation, order, price schedule, or requirement
under this act,

“(1) No maximum price shall be establish-
ed for any fishery commodity below the aver-
age price of such commodity in the year
1942,

“(1) Nothing in this Act shall be construed
(1) as authorizing the elimination or any
restriction of the use of trade and brand
names; (2) as authorizing the Administrator
to require the grade labeling of any com-
modity; (3) as authorizing the Administrator
to standardize any commodity, unless the
Administrator shall determine, with respect
to such standardization, that no practicable
alternative exists for securing effective price
control with respect to such commodity; or

(4) as authorizing any order of the Admin-
istrator fixing maximum prices for different
kinds, classes, or types of a commodity which
are described in terms of specifications or
standards, unless such specifications or
standards were, prior to such order, in gen-
eral use in the trade or industry affected, or
have previously been promulgated and their
use lawfully required by another Government
agency.

“(k) No regulation, order, or price sched-
ule issued under this Act shall, after the
effective date of this subsection, require any
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seller of goods at retail to limit his sales
with reference to any highest price line of-
fered for sale by him at any prior time.

“(1) Before growers’ maximum prices are
established or lowered for any agricultural
commodity which is the product of annual or
seasonal planting, the Price Administrator
shall give to such growers, not less than 15
days prior to the normal planting season in
each major producing area affected, notice of
the maximum prices he proposes to establish
therefor: Provided, That in no case shall this
subsection require such notice to be given
more than 12 months prior to the beginning
of the normal marketing season in such area,
This requirement may be satisfled by publi-
cation in the Federal Register, but the Ad-
ministrator shall utilize appropriate means
to insure general publicity to such prices in
the areas affected. The requirements of this
subsection shall not apply to the 1944 crop
of any agricultural commodity of any major
producing area in which the normal planting
season occurs prior to July 31, 1944.

“(m) No agency, department, officer, or
employee of the Government, in the payment
of sums authorized by this or other Acts of
Congress relating to the production or sale
of agricultural commodities, or in contracts
for the purchase of any such commodities by
the Government or any department or agency
thereof, or in any allocation of materials or
facilities, or in fixing quotas for the produc-
tion or sale of any such commodities, shall
impose any conditions or penalties not au-
thorized by the provisions of the Act or Acts,
or lawful regulations issued thereunder,
under which such sums are authorized, such
contracts are made, materials and facilities
allocated, or quotas for the production or sale
of any such commodities are imposed. Any
person aggrieved by any action of any agency,
department, officer, or employee of the Gov-
ernment contrary to the provisions hereof,
or by the failure to act of any such agency,
department, officer, or employee may peti-
tion the district court of the district in which
he resides or has his place of business for
an order or a declaratory judgment to de-
termine whether any such action or failure to
act Is in conformity with the provisions here-
of and otherwise lawful; and the court shall
have jurisdiction to grant appropriate re-
lef. The provisions of the Judicial Code as
to monetary amount involved necessary to
give jurisdiction to a district court shall not
be applicable In any such case.

“(n) In establishing or maintaining maxi-
mum prices under this Act or otherwise in
the case of collect-on-delivery sales of any
commodity where under established practices
the seller a uniform charge is added to the
price to cover mailing costs, an increase in
maximum prices shall be allowed equivalent
to any increase in such costs heretofore or
hereafter resulting from increased postal
rates or charges,

“{o) After the date upon which this sub-
section takes effect, no maxrimum price shall
be established or maintained, under this Act
or under any other provision of law, with
respect to any new commodity the use of
which, in the production, manufacturing, or
processing of any commodity or commodities,
without increasing the cost to the ultimate
user, either increases the life or reduces the
cost of production, manufacture, or process-
ing of the commodity or commodities pro-
duced, manufactured or processed. As used
in this subsection the term ‘new commod-
ity’ means a commodity which was not com-
mercially or industrially available prior to
January 30, 1942,

“(p) After July 1, 1946, no mazimum price
regulation or order shall be issued or con-
tinued in effect requiring any seller to limit
his sales by any weighted average price limi-
tation based on his previous sales.

“(q) In the case of any retail industry, the
principal sales of which consisted during the
calendar years 1939 to 1941, inclusive, of sales
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of a commodity or commodities the produc-
tion or retail distribution of which has been
reduced, for a period of three years begin-
ning on or after March 2, 1942, by 75 per
centum or more below such production or
retail distribution for the calendar years 1939
to 1941, inelusive, as a result of the operation
of any governmental regulation or restric-
tion, the Administrator shall not, in estab-
lishing maximum prices under this section,
reduce established retail trade discounts or
dealer handling charges for any such com-
modity before the retail unit sales of such
commodity for a period of siz months shall
have reached the average annual retail unit
sales thereof for the calendar years 1939 to
1941, inclusive.”

- - - - *
“STABILIZATION ACT OF 19842, AS AMENDED
JUNE 30, 1944
L] . - L] L]

“Sgc, 3. No maximum price shall be estab-
lished or maintained for any agricultural
commodity under authority of this Act or
otherwise below a price which will reflect to
producers of agricultural commodities the
higher of the following prices, as determined
and published by the Secretary of Agricul-
ture— |

“(1) The parity price for such commodity
(adjusted by the Secretary of Agriculture for
grade, location, and seasonal differentials) or,
in case a comparable price has been deter-
mined for such commodity under and in ac-
cordance with the provisions of section 3 (b)
of the Emergency Price Control Act of 1942,
such comparable price (adjusted in the same
manner), or

“(2) The highest price received by such
producers for such commodity between Jan-
uary 1, 1942, and September 15, 1942 (adjusted
by the Secretary of Agriculture for grade,
location, and seasonal differentials), or, if
the market for such commodity was inactive
during the latter half of such period, a price
for the commodity determined by the Secre-
tary of Agriculture to be in line with the
prices, during such period, of other agricul-
tural commodities produced for the same
general use;

“and no maximum price shall be established
or maintained under authority of this Act or
otherwise for any commodity processed or
manufactured in whole or substantial part
from any agricultural commodity below a
price which will reflect to the producers of
such agricultural commodity a price therefor
equal to the higher of the prices specified
in clauses (1) and (2) of this section: Pro-
vided, That the President shall, without re-
gard to the limitation contained in clause
(2), adjust any such maximum price to the
extent that he finds necessary to correct
gross inequities; but nothing in this section
shall be construed to permit the establish-
ment in any case of a maximum price below
a price which will reflect to the producers of
any agricultural commodity the price there-
for specified in clause (1) of this section:
Provided further, That modifications shall be
made in maximum prices established for any
agricultural commodity and for commodities
processed or manufactured in whole or sub-
stantial part from any agricultural commod-
ity, under regulations to be prescribed by the
President, in any case where it appears that
such modification is necessary to increase the
production of such commodity for war pur-
Pposes, or where by reason of increased labor
or other costs to the producers of such agri-
cultural commodity incurred since January
1, 1941, the maximum prices so established
will not reflect such increased costs: Pro-
vided further, That in the fixing of maximum
prices on products resulting from the proc-
essing of agricultural commodities, including
livestock, a generally fair and equitable mar-
gin shall be allowed for such processing:
Provided further, That in fixing price maxi-
mums for agricultural commodities and for
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commodities processed or manufactured in
whole or substantial part from any agricul-
tural commodity, as provided for by this Act,
adequate weighting shall be given to farm
labor.

“On and after the date of the enactment of
this paragraph, it shall be unlawful to estab-
lish, or maintain, any maximum price for any
agricultural commodity or any commodity
processed or manufactured in whole or sub-
stantial part from any agricultural commod-
ity which will reflect to the producers of such
agricultural commodity a price below the
highest applicable price standard (applied
separately to each major item in the case of
products made in whole or major part from
cotton or cotton yarn) of this act.

“The President, acting through any de-
partment, agency, or office of the Govern-
ment, shall take all lawful action to assure
that the farm producer of any of the basic
agricultural commodities (cotton, corn,
wheat, rice, tobacco, and peanuts) and of any
agricultural commodity with respect to
which a public announcement has been made
under sectlon 4 (a) of the act entitled “An
act to extend the life and increase the credit
resources of the Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion and for other purposes,” approved July
1, 1941, as amended (relating to supporting
the prices of nonbasic agricultural commod-
ities), receives not less than the higher of
the two prices specified in clauses (1) and
(2) of this section (the latter price as ad-
justed for gross inequity).

“The method that is now used for the pur-
poses of loans under section 8 of this Act for
determining the parity price or its equivalent
for seven-eighths inch Middling cotton at the
average location used in fixing the base loan
rate for cotton shall also be used for deter-
mining the parity price for seven-eighths
inch Middling cotton at such average location
for the purposes of this section; and any ad-
justments made by the Secretary of Agricul-
ture or the War Food Adminlistrator for grade,
location, or seasonal differentials for the pur-
poses of this section shall be made on the
basis of the parity price so determined: Pro-
vided further, That on and after the date of
the enactment of this proviso, no maximum
prices shall be established or maintained on
products resulting from the processing of
cattle and calves, lambs and sheep, and hogs,
the processing of each species being sepa-
rately considered, which, taken together, do
not allow for a reasonable margin of profit to
the processing industry as a group on each
such species.,

“On and after the date of the enactment of
this paragraph, it shall be unlawful to estab-
lish, or maintain, any marimum price, ap-
plicable to manufaecturers or processors, for
any major item in the case of products made
in whole or major part from cotton or cot-
ton yarn or wool or wool yarn, unless the
mazimum price for such major item is fized
and maintained at not less than the sum of
the jfollowing:

“(1) The cotton or wool cost (which must
be computed at not less than the parity price
or the current cost, whichever is greater, of
the grade and staple of cotton or wool used
in such item, delivered at the mill) ;

“(2) A weighted average of mill conver-
sion costs; and

“(3) A reasonable profit.

L]

- * L] L]

“Sgc. 6. The provisions of this Act, (except
sections 8 and 9), and all regulations there-
under, shall terminate on [June 30, 19461
June 30, 1947, or on such earlier date as the
Congress by concurrent resolution, or the
President by proclamation, may prescribe.”

MinorITY VIEWS

The minority believes that Emergency Price

Control bill, H, R. 6042, contributes to an

ominous delusion, existing in this adminis-
tration, that we can escape a catastrophic

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

inflation without terminating reckless spend-
ing and balancing the budget.

Every ruinous inflation in history has had
the same primary cause, a sudden and enor-
mous increase of money or currency among
a people without a corresponding increase
of things to buy.

This bill deals with the effects of inflation
and does not even remotely concern itself
with the cause, Yet it Is represented to the
Nation as a preventative of inflatlon. Both
this delusion and price control itself are op-
erating to prevent normal economic healing
processes from functioning to save America
from mere inflation. -

To genuinely cope with inflation, Congress
must both stop the outpouring of public
funds and simultaneously encourage the out-
put of goods. The effect of OPA to date has
been just the reverse—actual encouragement
of congressional and public complacency
about the outpouring of money and bonds
and persistent discouragement of the pro-
duction of goods.

For b weeks the committee received evi-
dence from producers and enterprisers who,
perhaps with only a single exception, testified
that OPA was crippling and restricting pro-
duction. Despite our war-expanded produc-
tion facilities, the OPA policy of “too little
too late” has been lowering the American
standard of living by creating widespread
shortages,

Nowhere are the deadly effects of OPA
more clearly apparent than the home-huild-
ing industry. There OPA bottlenecks and
delays have brought about a reduced pro-
duction of bullding materials that has al-
ready prevented thousands of veterans from
having finished homes.

Besides creating artifical shortages, OPA
pricing policies have resulted in black mar-
keting and bootlegging on a scale that
threatens the moral foundations of the Na-
tion. For example, competent witnesses,
plus careful surveys, indicate that upward
of 80 percent of the trade in fresh meat is
black market by OPA definition.

The subsidies provided in the bill are
highly inflationary, and continue the at-
tempt to conceal from the American house-
wife the rising prices resulting from infla-
tionary spending. How the administration
can ask the American people to cut down
their food consumption, yet continue to sell
them food at less than cost, is impossible
to understand.

This bill multiplies another evil automatic
in governmental price control—the favor-
itism of one group over another. Egual jus-
tice under law is a basic truth on which
our Government was founded; yet not only
in the law, but also in the daily activities of
OPA, this fundamental precept is flagrantly
violated again and again.

Under price control, wage control, ma-
terials allocation, and profit control, the
American system of free enterprise is not
operating. That system saved America in
time of war; it should be given a genuine
opportunity to save us in time of peace.
Unless that opportunity is restored to it, the
American standard of living, and our western
civilization as well, are direly threatened.

Despite the propaganda pressures inspired
by OPA officials, the House should deal with
this economic narcotic on the basls of the
economic facts involved. Regardless of what
the House does, the natural egconomic laws
of the universe will continue to function, un-
changed by leglslative flat or Executive order.

Finally, the minority urges the House to
consider this: That in every ruinous inflation
the crushing weight of the loss always falls
on the working classes and the poor. While
OFA has been posing as a peacetime guardian
of the people's savings, actually it has been
prolonging and accelerating the ravages of
inflationary spending. By concealing infla-
tion and acting as an economic narcotic it
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has become most dangerous to the future
happiness and welfare of the people. This
fact is attested to by the record of every
price-control scheme in the history books.
FREDERICK C. SMITH,
Howarp H. BUFFETT.

Mr. GAMBLE, Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gentle-
man from Kansas [Mr. REEs].

THE OPA AND THE MEAT SITUATION

Mr. REES of Eansas. Mr. Chairman,
it has always been my confention that
the Office of Price Administration should
release its controls over any and all com-
modities or services where the supply of
such commodities or services are sufii-
cient to meet the normal demand. The
OPA should not at any time promulgate
rules or regulations that would interfere
with the full production of needed ma-
terials, commodities, or services. The
Office of Price Administration should
have uppermost in mind at all times the
public interest in the issuarice and en-
forcement of regulations. In far too
many cases I find that where merchants
and others are required to deal with it,
OPA seemed to think its job was to act
as complainant, prosecutor, and judge at
the same time. I do not charge it has
followed such policy in all matters, but
it has done it in too many cases, espe-
cially in dealing with the small inde-
pendent business.

Mr. Chairman, I want to direct my re-
marks especially to the meat situation,
especially beef, and its management
under the Office of Price Administration.

Mr. Chairman, Government agencies
dealing with the meat problem have
failed to provide sufficient supplies of
meat, especially beef, to the consumers
of this country, and, at the same time,
regulate prices, even though the supply
of livestock is plentiful.

During the war period our Govern--
ment invoked price controls, as well as
a certain amount of rationing, in order
to make sure the armed forces might
have an adequate supply of meat and so
civilians could have a chance to share in
the supply of meat in the market., The
war has been over for several months,
but the same rules, regulations, and or-
ders continue in effect. Even though
wages have increased, and although there
is sufficient supply of livestock to meet
the demand, if properly distributed, our
Government continues to pay subsidies
on meat to the extent of more than $700,-
000,000 per year. Neither the livestock
producers nor the processors really want
subsidies. There could be an adequate
supply of livestock and meat if properly
handled. They want an open market as
nearly as can be provided.

Mr. Chairman, the problem demands
attention because black-market condi-
tions that exist in this country affect the
production, processing, and distribution
of meat. This condition has grown worse
during the past several months. During
the month of March two nationally
known independent market-survey agen-
cies made surveys in 11 large cities from

-coast to coast, covering 1,800 stores, for

the purpose of determining relations of
retail prices on meat to OPA ceiling
prices. The survey covered a period of
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several weeks. Meats were graded by
qualified experts who had served in the
Quartermaster Corps of the Army. Pur-
chases were made by housewife shoppers.

The survey disclosed that 80 percent of
the stores in the large cities, including
Washington, were selling meat above
ceiling prices. The survey further showed
the average above OPA price of meat was
about 20 percent. In other words, the
housewife spent $1.20 for meat she should
have bought for $1. If is estimated peo-
ple in larger centers are paying at the
rate of a billion dollars annually above
OPA prices. This is not the fault of the
retail dealer. He had to pay the price or
he would not get the meat. It is fair to
state the situation existing in large cities
does not prevail so much in smaller
places.

Administrative agencies in reply to the
charge of American industries, say that
conditions are not as serious as indicated
in this survey. If we assume the survey
is 50 percent right, there is indication
“something is wrong with the entire sys-
tem., In other words, if we are spending
$700,000,000 for meat subsidies from the
Federal Treasury to hold prices in line,
and people are spending a billion dollars
more, or even half of it, in order to make
sure they have a supply of meat, although
there is a normal supply of cattle, there
is something definitely out of order in
handling the meat situation.

I want to direct your attention to an-
other phase of this operation. Most
cattle for slaughtering are marketed in
the big livestock centers of this country
and to a great extent, are purchased by
big meat packing and processing firms.
Representatives of these firms, as well as
those of smaller packing concerns
throughout the country, have advised
that during the last 3 months they were
able to buy less than half of their or-
dinary purchases of the normal supply
of cattle—in fact it was less than one-
third during the last 4 weeks—the re-
mainder of the cattle were sold through
order buyers and disposed of in black-
market operations at higher than OPA
prices. These packers and processors
tell me they are unable to compete with
the order buyers because of ceiling prices
and are out-bid by black-market oper-
ators. Those who pay more than ceil-
ing prices, do not get subsidies, but they
sell their products in the market above
ceiling prices. The consumer, of course,
pays the bill, and the black-market dealer
gets the business. The legitimate re-
tailer does not get his fair share of good
meat. Much of the difference in the ceil-
ing prices comes about by reason of the
difference in grading through the whole-
saler especially on the choice cuts of
meat. The retail dealer ought to have a
chance to carry on without unfair com-
petition.

Mr, Chairman, to indicate the serious-
ness of this situation, I quote from a
recent telegram to President Truman
from the president and the secretary of
the Amalgamated Meat Cutters and
Butcher Workmen of North America,
American Federation of Labor. Here is
what they say in part:

We are firmly convinced that present Gov-
ernment regulations in the meat-packing
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industry are unenforceable. These inoper-
able prohibitions have already resulted in
thousands of men and women in the pack-
ing plants being unemployed. They have
resulted in scores of meat-packing plants
closing their doors. Unless something is done
quickly, hundreds more will do likewise. It
is impossible to prohibit the flow of neces-
sary edibles to the consumers where there is
always available -a ready source of supply.
There is no acute shortage of livestock. The
public wants it. Legitimate packers are will-
ing to slaughter it, but governmental restric-
tions apparently make this extremely diffi-
cult,

They say further, and I quote:

We feel sincerely that if these restrictions
were eliminated, the prices of meat to the
consumer would within a very short time
level off which would result in cheaper pur-
chases of the product.

And again, they say:

The whole plan of meat prices control as
presently constructed is a crazy quilt of im-
possibilities. The purchaser of livestock is
criminally liable, but the seller is not. The
slaughtering industry, while to some extent
at least, is influenced greatly by the large
packers; nevertheless it has always been
highly competitive. We feel it will continue
to remain a highly competitive industry.
There is an abundant supply and there is
an overabundant demand. Why not give
these men who have been in the meat busi-
ness all of their lives an opportunity to prove
what they can do and release the controls,
If they do not succeed in eliminating the
present existing evils, there is no reason
why the Government then cannot restore re-
strictions that-would be workable even to
the extent of actually operating the entire
industry including the sale of livestock. At
least the men who know the industry ought
to have a chance to operate it so the con-
sumer may have lower prices and so that
the thousands of mien and women who earn
their livelihood in the industry might have
the opportunity to do so.

This is a statement from the men and
the women who actually perform the
service. They also represent a great seg-
ment of the consuming public. Cer-
tainly, their opinion is entitled to the
serious consideration of officials dealing
with this subject matter. In this same
telegram they call attention to the fact
that the regulations of the Government
and the Office of Price Administration
are responsible for a big increase in the
the cost of meat to the consumer and are
also responsible for the loss of thousands
of jobs of members in their organization.

Mr, Chairman, there are 80,000,000 cat-
tle in the country. Seventy million is
the normal average over a period of years
and ordinarily supplies our domestic de-
mands. The domestic market is well
supplied.

Mr. Chairman, it is my contention that
we have enough livestock on hand and
sufficient numbers of cattle can be put
in the market to take care of the demand,
if producers and feeders are given a
chance to do it without being hampered
with regulations and uncertainties, due
to the ever-changing policies of our Gov-
ernment agencies. If is unreasonable
that we should pay subsidies to the extent
of $700,000,000 a year on a commodity
that can be supplied to meet the demand.

Subsidies ought to be removed and
price controls relaxed. If we are going
to quit taking subsidies from the Federal
Treasury, now is the time and here is
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the place to do it. If is estimated that
if subsidies were canceled, the retail price
of meat should not be increased more
than 3 cents per pound. This is even
lower than the black-market prices paid
by people in the large centers. It would
save the unnecessary expenditure of three
quarters of a billion dollars of estimated
black-market profits and would save the
taxpayers $700,000,000 in subsidies.

Mr. Chairman, why not give the pro-
ducers, the legitimate packers and proc-
essors, and the laborers who actually do
the work, together with the retailers who
sell the meat a fair chance, and why not
be fair to the consuming public? We
are not doing it now.

Mr. Chairman, one of the outstanding
difficulties with respect to the OPA pro-
gram, especially as it applies to meat, is
that it has been administered by men
who are not familiar with the practical
operations of the program. Most of those
who prepare the directives and make the
regulations have had little or no actual
experience with the livestock industry or
processing of meat. They have had a cer-
tain amount of training in economics but
lack in practical experience in dealing
with the meat problem. This has been
brought out quite definitely by the special
committee, headed by the gentleman
from Virginia, Hon. Howarp SwMrITH,
which held hearings on this question. It
was disclosed there that the men who
prepare the directives know little about
their practical application.

Regardless of how the OPA may have
operated or succeeded in dealing with
other commodities, it has failed com-
pletely with respect to the beef situation.
The black markets are taking over the
business day by day. The situation has
become so widespread, it is practically
impossible to compel compliance with
the rules and regulations of the OPA.
The livestock business has become jittery
because of uncertainties. The packing
and processing business is demoralized.
Thousands of men and women, engaged
in the processing of meat, are being
thrown out of work. The consuming
public is paying the bill. Let it be known,
too, that no one in the entire transaction
is asking for additional profits or addi-
tional pay for his services. All they ask
is a fair deal.

The thing to do is to remove subsidy
payments now and give the law of supply
and demand a chance to operate. Black
markets will disappear. A decent supply
of meat will flow through regular chan-
nels without additional costs to the con-
suming public.

Mr. Chairman, the situation with re-
spect to the livestock and the meat in-
dustry, as it relates to the consuming
public, is becoming more serious every
day. It must be remedied now.

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. TaBER].

Mr. TABER. Mr, Chairman, we are
engaged in the consideration of perhaps
the most important bill that this Con-
gress has ever had to consider. We are
facing it with no appreciation on the
part of the agency which has been sup-
posed to be administering the act of the
situation which confronts the country.
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We are facing it with the certainty that
" if the Office of Price Administration is
continued with its present powers, we will
have complete and uncontrolled inflation.
They have done nothing but throttle pro-
duction and interfered with every sensible
operation that has been proposed. I
hate to see this situation. I think it is

up to the Congress to meet it. I think it-

is up to the Congress to have courage
enough and character enough to meet the
problem head-on. I have been unable to
see more than one way out of the situa-
tion. I do not like that way, but any
other way will result either in a gradual
price rise such as we have been witness-
ing or it will result in so throttling pro-
duction that there will be nothing but
black market. Time after time a factory
has been closed down because this outfit
would not give a rise in price of their
preduct sufficient te compensate for la-
bor and other price increases. Time after
time we have had a messing up of the
agricultural situation, the dairy situa-
tion, and the feed situation, just because
these people whose responsibility it is will
not act and will not meet their responsi-
bilities. Talk about stripping them of
their powers. They have failed hopeless-
1y to exercise the powers that have been
entrusted to them and which were nec-
essary for the preservation and stability
of our country.

I have been over this situation very
cdrefully. I am going to give you an
illustration of something like the situa-
tion. There is no price control on oats.
Oats have about four-sevenths the feed-
ing value of corn. Oats are 83 and 84
cents a bushel in Chicago. Corn is
§1.211%. On the basis of feeding values,
corn should be $1.45 or $1.46.

Now, what is the result? The farmer
with the present prices of pork can feed
his corn to hogs and he can get 30 cents
a bushel more out of that corn.

There is no feed for the poultry and
dairy cattle. The farmers are down, the
feed dealers and distributors are down
to unprecedented low levels, Pursuant
to the consent granted me I submit the
following study I have made about the
feed situation:

Inequalities in present OFPA ceiling prices on
grains, based on their feeding values

Kinds of grain Ce(lchgfwlg;fm Perton
No. 2 yellow corn._.__..| $1.21}% per bushel__.| $43.39
No. 2wheat_.____ | §1.83'4 per bushel._.| 6L 16
Feed barley___. .| $1.26'% per bushel___| 5270
No. zwhite oats --| 83centsperbushel...| 51:87
Grainsorghom_________. Slmperiwpom:ds 568,20

It is a recognized feeding practice to
value oats at four-sevenths the value of
corn for feeding livestock. If this
established formula of values is accepted,
it follows that, with a corn ceiling of
$1.21%% Chicago, oats should be 691
cents per bushel, and not 83 cents per
bushel—the present ceiling.

-The price of any commodity is deter-
mined by what the buyer is willing to
pay; cash oats are selling at the ceiling
of 83 cents per bushel, which estahlishes
their value of at least that price.

If this price of 83 cents per bushel on
oats reflects true feeding walue, and,
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using the established formula of value
between oats and corn, it is obvious that
the ceiling price of corn of $1.2115, Chi-
cago, is too low, and economically un-
sound. With oats at 83 cents per
bushel, the value of corn is $1.45' per
bushel, and not $1.211% per bushel. This
is the fundamental reason why corn is
not being sold at ceiling prices, and that
which moves off producing farms does
so at vicious black-market prices.

To establich the proper price relation-
ship between these two basic grain com-
modities, the price ceiling on corn should
be increased from $1.21!% per bushel to
$1.451 per bushel—an increase of at
least 24 cents per bushel in ceiling price.

Another comparison can be made be-
tween corn and feed barley, which grains
are recognized to have about equal feed-
ing value, although barley is not as high
in fat content as corn. On such com-
parison with the ceiling price of $1.26%%
per bushel on barley, the ceiling price on
corn should be $1.47% per bushel.

Barley at $1.26' per bushel equals
$52.70 per ton.

Corn at $147'% per bushel equals
$52.70 per ton.

With these price inequities it is ob-
vious that the northeast has been able
to obtain only a small fraction of the
corn produced on the 1945 crop.

The bulk of the corn obtained in the
northeast was not in the form of whole
corn, but rather in the form of grain-
base mixtures, which cost anywhere
from $52.50 per ton to $60 per ton bulk
basis, Chicago, depending on how they
were made up. It is interesting to note
that, through the means of grain-base
mixtures, corn was sold at its relative
value with other grains, and not at its
abnormally low ceiling price. ' War Food
Order 145, issued a few days ago, pro-
hibits the sale and shipment of grain-
base mixtures, thus further complicating
the feed-supply situation for the north-
east.

Relative protein and ﬁrices on feed

ingredients
Feed ingredients Proteid} Price per ton
Percent

Soybean oil meal_............. 41 | $53.32, bulk.
Linseed oil meal__.__. 32 | $43.50, bulk
Distillers’ dried gmlns 27 | $66.50, bulk.
Gluten feed .. _...._. 23 | $44.30, bulk.
Wheat mill feeds___ 15 | $46.14, sacked.
Ground and flaked wheat____. 13 | $76.80, sacked.
Sun-cured alfalfa meal.. ... 13 | £53.00, sacked.
Groomd oatsc. - = oo = 12 | £70, sacked.
Hominy feed... . ... 12 | $52.30, bulk.

NORTHEASTERN INVENTORY SITUATION

On a recent survey of feed manufac-
turers in New York State, 75 percent
thereof reported inventories of feed sup-
plies only sufficient to meet the requir-
ments of their farm customers for 30
days. These same manufacturers report
that since March 1 feed has been con-
sumed on a ratio of 4 cars to each car of
incoming materials, thus rapidly deplet-
ing inventories. Also, that it has been
practically impossible during such period
to purchase replacements other than oats
and, that within the last 2 weeks, offer-
ings of oats have materially dried up.

The recent Wai Food Order 145, re-
stricting the use of grains and byproduct
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feeds to 80 percent of the usage of the
corresponding calendar months in 1945,
has in no way relieved the feed-supply
situation for the northeast, but on the
contrary has further complicated the
problems of feed manufacturers in sup-
plying the needs of their farm customers.
It is impossible, under the present situa-
tion, for feed manufacturers to suppiy 80
percent of the feed manufactured in the
corresponding months of 1945. Gener-
ally speaking, 70-percent production is
the mazimum possible, which necessarily
will be reduced to 50 percent or less with-
in 30 days.

Now, what is the remedy? Frankly, I
can see but one, and that is take the June
30 OPA price that is in effect, add to it the
subsidy that is then being paid so that we
get rid of that subsidy racket, which has
been promoting infiation, as it has for the
last 3 or 4 years, and then permit the
seller, without any ccnfrol by OPA, to
charge up as high as 15-percent increase
above that. You would then get produec-
tion and be able to keep prices down.

If you do not have any control, many
of your prices will immediately skyrocket,
but with this moderate control, continu-
ing sugar rationing and continuing OPA
enforcement, I believe we could prevent
uncontrolled inflation. If we permit the
OPA to fiddle around, dodge its responsi-
bilities, and promote inflation as it has
for a long time now, doing nothing what-
ever of what it is supposed to do, consid-
ering nothing of what it is supposed to do,
I believe we are in for trouble.

I hope that the Congress will not he
like the OPA, afraid to meet its responsi-
bilities, but will stand up and try to do
something to solve this problem and pre-
vent uncontrolled, wild inflation. It is
time that this tremendous propaganda
organization was wound up and that it
was put where it belongs.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I would like to ask
the distinguished gentleman from New
York, who holds such an important posi-
tion on the Committee on Appropriations,
if he has seen any evidence in the ad-
ministration of these control laws with
respect to inflation, the price controls we
have had, where price control reduces the
supply of money which is the potential
inflationary course?

Mr. TABER. No.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Has the gentleman
seen any evidence in the administration
of the act where the OPA mcreases the
supply of goods?

Mr. TABER. On the contrary, they
have destroyed the supply of goods by
throttiing every ordinary influence which
would promote production.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I think we have
many pages of hearings now printed,
available to the Members, that prove that
statement.

Now, has the gentleman, in watching
the administration of this act, found any
evidence whatsoever where the adminis-
trators do anything to increase the will-
ingness of our people to spend their ac-
cumulated funds?

Mr. TABER. Not in the slightest.
There has been only one move which has
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been made which has been helpful, and
that has been the reduction of the debt
out of the Treasury balance, and the
resulting reduction in the Treasury bal-
ances in the banks and the resulting de-
crease in the price of Government bonds,
which has been helpful. It has to a cer-
tain extent taken away the tremendous
bank deposit pressure for inflation.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let us develop that
for just a moment. Is it not a fact that
the Treasury in taking up a portion of
the Federal public debt just recently
used, we will say, funds acquired through
the oversale of bonds in the last bond
drive?

Mr. TABER. Yes; in other words
there has been a general reduction in
bank deposits resulting from that con-
tracting operation of from 7 to 10 per-
cent.

Mr. CRAWFORD. But to get the mat-
ter in the record, which I think is very
necessary and essential at this time, in
the last bond drive the Treasury, we will
say, oversold bonds and acquired a much
larger general fund in the Treasury than
was necessary to meet the current obliga-
tions of the Treasury.

Mr. TABER. That is correct.

Mr. CRAWFORD. And having thus
built the general fund of the Treasury to
a point greater by several billions of dol-
lars than was necessary the Treasury now
proceeds to use some of those excess funds
-with which to reduce the debt; and that
is what the gentleman has referred to.

Mr. TABER. That is right.

Mr. CRAWFORD, I agree with the
gentleman that it is much better to pay
off some of that debt and get rid of the
idle money.

Mr. TABER. And get away from these
increased security prices.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Has the gentleman
noticed where the administration has at
any time through the price-control ma-
chinery diminished the inflationary in-
fluence of low-interest rates?

Mr. TABER. It has not.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Has the admin-
istration or the OPA at any time—and I
go back to a previous question which the
gentleman did not answer—has the ad-
ministration or the OPA at any time re-

-duced the willingness of the people to
spend? And with that has it not through
scores of speeches made by Messrs.
Bowles, Porter, and others, stimulated
spending by pointing out to the people
that the borrowing power of their money
was decreasing daily through inflationary
pressure?

Myr. TABER. I think that is correct.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired.

Mr. GAMBLE, Mr. Chairman, I yield
8 minutes to the gentleman from Oregon
[Mr. ELLSWORTH].

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I
think it should be noted for the record in
the course of this debate.on the bill now
before us, which has as its purpose the
extension of the Price Control Act, that
the law as passed originally and as sub-
sequently extended was and is a good law.
It was passed by Congress and signed
by the President to meet an emergency
caused by unusual war demands upon our
raw material and productive resources.
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Such demands caused shortages in nor-
mal supply. Therefore, the control of
prices on our available supply was neces-
sary to prevent price rises, profiteering,
and inflation.

Now that the end of the war is more
than half a year past, we still find short-
ages in many items which obviously
should be in plentiful supply. I refer to
such things as men's shirts, soil pipe for
building, cotton underwear, mattresses,
and so forth. This list includes hundreds
of items. Production of these items has
been dela¥ed and, in some instances, pre-
vented by the Office of Price Administra-
tion, a bad administrative body charged
with the administration of a good law.

Now, the Congress is called upon to
make a choice as between two evils. If
we discontinue the price-control law, in-
flation is not only possible, but extremely
likely because shortages still exist in

many items—shortages which have been

maintained and fostered by incompetence
in the Office of Price Administration.

If we continue the price-control law,
we quite obviously continue the poor ad-
ministration of it, with the result that,
for whatever length of time it is extend-
ed, we will undoubtedly find the same
identical situation existing at the end of
that time as we find today. It is a very
difficult choice we are facing, and I hope
the people of the country can be made to
understand our problem.

I have just made some assertions re-
garding the incompetent and bad ad-
ministration of the OPA law. I shall
prove those assertions by quotations
from the Office of Price Administration
itself.

Chester Bowles, former Price Adminis-
trator and now Director of Stabilization,
said to the committee during the hear-
ings on this bill—page 11:

There are some who say, “Yes, but under
price control, production is impossible.” The
record clearly proves that this is nonsense
* * % today, production is surely at the
highest point ever achieved in peacetime.

Later, he said:

As production recovers from recent shut-
downs, let ms forget this propaganda talk
about price controls making production im-
possible.

Mr. Potter, another executive of OPA,
told the committee—hearings, page 89:

In summary, December 1945, industrial
production was at an all-time peacetime
peak * * * ga far larger percentage of
our producers are able to operate profitably
than were 50 able to operate before the war,

Paul Porter, present OPA Administra-
tor, told the committee—hearings, page
1665:

Price control is not holding down over-all
production. Little, if any, increase in total
output could be expected as a result of a
general rise in prices.

Now, I turn to the wording of recent
orders issued by the OPA itself. On
March 18 an order covering certain tex-
tile items announced a price adjustment
to encourage manufacturers to resume
production. The order said:

A few manufacturers, some of them vol-
ume producers, have discontinued or reduced
their production on certain textile items
priced abnormally low.
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On March 9, in an order affecting
many types of hardware, the OPA said
the order was “to encourage production
of relatively inexpensive consumer hard
goods not now reaching the market in
sufficient volume.”

In an OPA press release regarding an
order issued for the purpose of adjust-
ing prices on millwork appears the fol-
lowing sentence: “But even these prices
will be much lower than prices would be
for doors and window frames made from
costlier substitutes,” and it was pointed
out that present production of the items
referred to is only 10 percent of the
minimum required under the emergency-
housing program.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Michigan.

Mr. CRAWFORD. If I understand the
gentleman correctly, the OPA amended
order points out that the goods produced
under that amended order, which allows
an increase in price, will not give to the
consumer as high a cost price as goods
made out of, we will say, unnatural ma-
terial?

Mr. ELLSWORTH. The statement is
not mine. The statement is made by
OPA itself.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I certainly appre-
ciate the gentleman developing that fact,
because I did not know it had been pub-
lished. We have that situation, and at
the same time we have Administrator
Wyatt asking us to give him $600,000,000
to subsidize producers of building ma-
terial so that they can go and put on the
market for the consumer a higher-cost
commodity?

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I think the an-
swer to the gentleman’s question is ob-
vious.

Plumbing drainage supplies are needed
for home construction. OPA denies that
it has prevented production of any neces-
sary commodity, but on March 28, in an-
nouncing an adjustment of prices on
about 40 cast-iron plumbing drainage
articles, OPA said that its prices have
been, and I quote:

An impediment to direly needed produc-
tion,

In announcing these price increases,
the OPA further said:

Current production, according to recent
surveys, is only about 20 percent of normal
peacetime volume, since many producers have
discontinued entirely the production of these
items while others have diverted their facili-
ties to more profitable castings.

The same type of statement was made
in connection with a price adjustment
made on March 29 on cofton underwear,
A press release regarding this order said:

Some of the most basic types of good qual-
ity knitted underwear have, in large measure,
disappeared from the consumer market since
1942 because, as costs of production have in-
creased, manufacturers have turned to more
profitable and less essential items. Today's
actlon is designed to encourage manufac-
turers to resume production of garments of
the same style and quality as those they

delivered and sold in 1942 and have since
discontinued.
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On March 22, OPA readjusted the price
of mattresses, and stated:

There are practically no branded mat-
tresses being sold.

OPA denies that its regulations are an
impediment to the housing program, and
yet, on April 1, it adjusted prices on build-
ing brick with this explanation:

In connection with these amendments, the
Administrator found that an increase in the
maximum price for this commodity was re-
quired to remove price as an impediment to
the supply of a product essential to the ef-
fective transition to a peacetime economy.

Prices of these bricks had been frozen
at the March 1942 level. I call your at-
tention to the fact that this situation
was only discovered and remedied as of
the first day of this month, some 8
months after the end of the war.

On March 22, the OPA issued an
amendment increasing the manufac-
turers’ price of hardwood flooring. OPA
propagandists deny that the agency is
restricting produetion, yet, in this order,
OPA admits—

It is estimated that this action will in\
crease hard maple flooring production by
about 5,000,000 feet board measure per an-
num, and birch flooring by a similar amount.

The statements I have just quoted
from recent OPA orders are being repeat-
ed over and over again. I could give sim-
ilar quotations from recent orders cov-
ering the prices of paint, drain tile, lum-
ber, dress material, plumbing valves and
fittings, machinery, brass mill products,
and even on nail kegs., With respect to
this last named item, the OPA said:

A trend toward declining production of
these essential containers has been in proc-
ess during the past few months.

In this discussion, I have mentioned
only a few items, and referred to only a

few of the orders issued by OPA during -

the last 3 or 4 weeks—orders issued since
the beginning of hearings on the OPA
bill.

The OPA has apparently sought to per-
petuate itself by maintaining price pol-
jcies which have retarded production as
I have shown by guotations from its own
press releases, but, at the same time, its
own top executives and its propaganda
machine tell the people of the country
that production is at an all-time peak.

We shall probably have to continue
OPA for a few months, because OPA pol-
icies have created shortages, but, in doing
so, I hope the people of the country can
be made to understand how OPA policies
have betrayed them by slowing up the
preduction of needed items. I hope then
that the people will demand that OPA
recede from its policy of scarcity and
self-perpetuation and proceed to stimu-
late production. Only full production
can end shortages and thus end OPA.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
25 minutes to the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. BROWN].

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, the Price Control and Stabilization
Acts of 1942 will expire on June 30 this
year.

Sections 1 and 2 of the House bill 6042
extends these acts to July 1, 1947.
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We all know what inflation means and
that deflation follows inflation as sure
as night follows day.

We experienced inflation after World
War I, and many were happy for a short
period, but when deflation came all busi-
ness was almost paralyzed throughout
the country; millions lost their business,
their homes, their farms; factories were
closed and there was nowhere for labor
to be employed; the streets and high-
ways were filled with people looking for
jobs; in the large towns and cities bread
lines were formed; people begged for
something to eat, not so much to satisfy
themselves as for bread to take home to
their helpless children.

I hope we will never experience such
tragedy again in this great country of
ours. Could there be any man who de-
sires such wild inflation with its deadly
trail which we experienced a quarter of
a century ago? You can bring about
conditions that will cause inflation over-
night, but it takes years and years to
recover from deflation.

We have infiation now and will have
some inflation as long as we spend so
much money and have such a large debt.
I am told that the purchasing power of
the dollar at this time is 75 cents; after
World War I the purchasing power of
the dollar went down as low as 40 cents.

In considering this bill, ask yourself
this question: Would the purchasing
power of the dollar be as much without
price control? I think we will be lucky
if the purchasing power of the dollar is
held to 60 cents before this emergency
is over.

I am not here asking you to extend
the law as it is and operate it as it has
been administered in the past 12 months.
I am telling you the responsibility to slow
down inflation is on Congress, Will you
brave men give up in despair and say by
your action there is nothing you can do
to halt or prevent further inflation? The
committee bill is an improvement of
existing law. If the bill is not work-
able, then help us improve it by further
amendments. Do not give up and say
there is no need to try to controlinfla-
tion because you are irritated and dis-
gusted by foolish regulations or by the
acts of an incompetent enforcement
officer.

I think we have a fairly good bill and
if it is administered properly it will give
good results in slowing down inflation
and will be much less irritating to the
public. If this is not what you want,
amend it, but do not offer crippling
amendments that will destroy control of
scarce articles or commodities.

The viewpoint on control of inflation
is divided among three distinct groups.
The viewpoint of one group is that the
present price-control law should not be
amended in any respect and that entire
control should be left to the officials of
OPA. The viewpoint of the second group
is that it is much better for the country to
take off all control. The viewpoint of
the third group is that as long as we have
scarce materials and commodities we
must have control of these commodities
to prevent people bidding against each
other and running prices sky high., Iam
an advocate of the last viewpoint.
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The main weapon against inflation is
full production. When production is in
balance with demand, you do not have
people bidding against each other for
commuedities, and the prices of such com-
modities become stable. Therefore, I am
a firm believer in the principle that when
we have any commodity sufficient to meet
the demands of the people there should
not be any control on same, or if there is
control now it should be lifted. The very
definition of infiation is scarcity and lack
of production to satisfy demand.

I have drawn an amendment to meet
this situation. The amendment may not
be perfect, but my idea and hope was
that when domestic demand for any
commodity or class of commodity has
been satisfied by production, price con-
trol shall be removed and no control shall
be placed on such commodity when there
is sufiicient supply to satisfy demand.
My original amendment was amended in
one or two instances, but the purpose of
same was to carry out the idea I have
just stated.

-You are not going to be able to get any
bill through Congress, and the people
are not going to stand up to any kind of
control that does not recognize the prin-
ciple that when supply is in balance with
demand control must be removed.

The most irritating thing about the
operation of the present price-control
law is that the administration officials
are trying to control indirectly profits on
certain commodities that satisfy demand.
Some OPA officials believe and have
given out the false impression that the
Control Act was to regulate profits, while
it really was intended to control prices
and stabilize production. Unless produc-
tion is stimulated, inflation will increase.
It is true that under their philosophy the
public might buy some things cheaper,
but the control law is intended for one
thing, and one thing only, and that is to
curb inflation, and there can’t be any in-
flation when the supply is to a degree
where people are not forced to bid against
each other to get a sufficient quantity of
the commodity or commodities. Every-
one should be in favor of lifting the lid
off of commodities as supply comes up
to demand, but to pull control off across
the board on scarce articles would be
utter madness in this age of scramble for
scarce articles. This bill, as amended, is
to continue controls on scarce articles
for a year or less until production of such
commodities is sufficient to supply the
demand.

We were told in the hearings that since
VJ-day production has increased very
rapidly. Practically all the witnesses in
favor of price control stated that we
would have full production of all com-
modities within a year or less. We were
told by all of the witnesses that when
production equals demand there is no
need of control and especially control of
those commodities that are in abundance
or equal to demand.

It has been charged that production
has been held down by many of the regu-
lations issued by the OPA and that if the
orders had been more elastic we would
have full production earlier. I do not
think that any order should be issued by
the OPA that will retard in the least full
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production of commodities, but when
necessary prices must be raised to insure
production. I realize that many of the
orders of OPA have brought injustices
and inequalities to many individuals, and
as a matter of fact, OPA has acknowl-
edged this. These injustices must be cor-
rected. While there have been many in-
justices, we must realize that it is a very
difficult task to have ceilings on 8,000,000
items without doing injustice to some.
In our criticism of the activities of the
administration of the OPA we must be
more tolerant and place more safeguards
in this bill for the last year of the opera-
tion of OPA.

I introduced an amendment, which is
in the bill, for a gradual liquidation of
price and wage control and of subsidies,
the life of price control to be terminated
without further extension not later than
June 30, 1947, and on that date the OPA
shall be abolished. We want to return
to a free market and to free collective
bargaining as soon as possible without
disturbance of the national economy. At
the rate production is increasing now, it
is believed by practically ail businessmen
that production of all commodities will be
in sufficient gquantity to satisfy demand
forsame. A lot of businessmen are under
the impression that price control will go
on year after year, and this amendment
in the bill will assure them that Congress
intends to return to free enterprise within
about a year, and under this bill we will
have an orderly decontrol of commeodities.

I take the position that every man in
business is entitled to a fair and reason-
able profit and that in placing a ceiling
on any commodity processed from any
raw material the cost to the processor of
raw material should be one of the ele-
ments taken into consideration when the
ceiling is placed on such commodity.
The processor of raw material who does
not produce raw material has no way to
control the price of the raw material and
it is just nonsense to say that cost to him
of such material shall not be considered
as one of the elements in arriving at the
proper ceiling on his product. I take the
further position that this should be the
yardstick or formula in placing ceilings
on all products. To disregard such a
prineciple is unfair, wrong, and contrary
to the American principles of doing busi-
ness. To disregard such a method in
placing ceilings on the commodities, even
if it does create a little higher price to
the consumer, is irritating not only to the
producer but even to the paying public
who believes in fair play, equality, and
Justice.

Under existing law, no ceiling can be
placed on any basic agricultural com-
modity that does not reflect parity. The
OPA undertook to place ceilings on tex-
tile items which did not reflect parity on
cotton, and the original Bankhead-
Brown amendment was to force the OPA
to carry out existing law and take into
consideration the cost of raw cotton at
the mill. At that time cotton was 92 per-
cent of parity. Most all other basic agri-
cultural commodities were considerably
above parity. Cotton today is 14 percent
above parity and wheat is 20 percent
above parity. These figures were fur-
nished me by the Department of Agri-
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culture this morning. At the time the
Bankhead-Brown amendment was en-
acted the ceiling on a number of textile
items at the mill was above parity and on
quite a number of items it was below
parity. Those items below parity con-
trolled the entire price of cotton. This
was the reason that cotton was very
much below parity and other basic
agricultural commodities above par-
ity at the time the Bankhead-Brown
amendment was adopted. The inten-
tion of the Bankhead-Brown amend-
ment, in order to help cotton, was to
force a ceiling to include the cost of raw
cotton at the mill and the cost to be one
of the elements in placing a correct ceil-
ing on all major textile items. There-
fore, section 8 of this bill is simply to
clarify existing law to require OPA to
follow the spirit and intent: of the law
and take into consideration the current
price of cotton, manufacturers’ cost, and
a reasonable profit, in the calculation of
its ceiling price on cotton textiles.

I am informed that many mills are
storing a lot of the textile items instead
of placing them in the channels of trade,
hoping to realize a profit some day.
Production is not worth anything to us
unless we can have the goods produced
sent. to the buying public. None of the
mills are running over two shifts. As
a matter of fatt there ought to be three
shifts in order to get full production.
The mills claim it is impossible to get
the desired results without the cost of
the raw material being considered as one
of the elements in placing a ceiling on
the textile items.

At the present time OPA is not allow-
ing the replacement cost of cotton in
the cotton textile ceilings now in effect.
In fact, the mills today have to pay from
2 to 214 cents per pound more for their
cotton on the current market than OPA
allows for cotton in the textile ceiling
prices recently announced.

The result of this sgueeze has been
a decrease in the production of cotton
goods in general and of low-cost cotton
goods in particular. In the period from
August 1, 1945, to March 1, 1946, which
is the approximate period between the
two latest price adjustments made by the
OPA, the cotton price increased about
3 cents per pound above that allowed by
OPA. Consequently the small margin of
profit on many of the basic textile items
was wiped out. Many items were in a
loss position and consequently manufac-
turers decreased production on those
items to decrease their losses.

The OPA officials have recently rec-
ognized that the principle of placing ceil-
ings at parity at the mill is wrong and
have placed ceilings above parity but not
to the extent of cost of raw cotton at
the mill.

The decrease in textile-mill production
of, cotton goods over this same T-month
period amounted to over 500,000,000
yards of cloth less than that period a
year before partly because of a shortage
of labor but mostly because of the fact
that mills could not afford to produce
the yarns and the fabries at prices al-
lowed by the OPA.

This loss in production meant a loss of
approximately half a million bales in
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consumption of cotton in this country.
Although the OPA has made several ad-
justments in the textile ceilings during
the last 3 or 4 years, these adjustments
have usually been too little and have
come too late, and as a reésult, the rate
of production of the mills has continued
to decline, from a peak in 1942, when the
mills used eleven and one-half million
bales of cotton, to a current rate of about
eight and one-half to nine million bales.
This is a drop of two and one-half to
three million bales in the rate. This de-
crease in production is the reason you
and I have been unable to buy on the
market today ordinary articles of cotton
clothing like shirts and underwear, and
the reason our wives have been unable
to find sheets, pillowcases, towels, piece
goods, and all the other usual cotton
household goods, which every home in
America now needs badly. Testimony
which has been presented before various
committees of this Congress in recent
months gives evidence of the shortage
of cotton goods all over the country.
Many garment manufacturers have been
farced to close down recently and turn
off their workers because they have not
been able to get the goods from the mills,
Naturally, the garment manufacturers
have been unable to supply the whole-
salers and retailers, who, in turn, have
been unable to supply their customers.

Today, when the textile requirements
of the world are so large, we have the
greatest opportunity we have ever had to
get rid of the cotton surplus in this
country once and for all. There is esti-
mated to be about 10,000,000 bales of cot-
ton in the United States at the present
time. On August 1, 1946, the beginning
of the new cotton crop year, it is esti-
mated there will be a surplus of seven and
one-half to eight million bales in this
country, or about one-third larger than

that we considered to be normal carry-

over in predepression days.

Representatives of the textile industry
tell me that the mills in this country
could consume 12,000,000 bales of cotton
a year if price ceiling would enable them
to produce all their goods at a profit
which would allow them to pay for third-
shift operations and overtime. At the
rate workers are returning to the mills,
they believe this rate of production
might be achieved in a relatively short
period if price ceilings were sufficient.

There has been a slight increase in the
rate of production in the textile mills
very recently, due to the increased num-
ber of workers now employed in the in-
dustry and the special price incentive
OPA offered on a limited number of tex-
tile items a few weeks ago in order to
induce production of lower-cost goods.
At the presert rate, however, we will only
consume about 9,000,000 bales a year,
which is still 2,500,000 bales less than
the peak production. Certainly, the need
for cotton goods has never bheen greater
in this country than it is today, to say
nothing of the needs for cotton textiles
all over the world, which we are daily
being called upon to supply.

The present difficulty in requiring OPA
to allow the current cost of cotton in tex-
tile ceilings is not new. We have had
trouble in this regard since the beginning
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of the price-stabilization program. In
1944, just about 2 years ago, OPA’s atten-
tion was called to the fact that cotton
prices had advanced around 2 cents a
pound since the ceiling prices were fixed
in April 1942 and that an adjustment in
prices was necessary. At that time cot-
ton was still considerably below parity,
when most major farm commodities were
,at or above parity, and though cotton

had increased slightly the textile ceilings
were prohibiting cotton reaching parity.
The OPA, however, flatly refused to make
adjustments of any consequence in cot-
ton textile ceilings. Production had al-
ready fallen off about 1,500,000,000 yards.

To stop any further decrease in pro-
duction, Congress passed what came to be
known as the Bankhead-Brown amend-
ment to the Stabilization Act of 1944,
which was intended to provide a prac-
tical formula for determining ceilings on
major cotton textile items to encourage
production. Object of the amendment
was to require that ceilings on any major
item should not be less than the sum of
the following three factors: First, the
cost of the cotton used in making the
item, computed at not less than the
parity price for that grade and staple of
cotton delivered to the mill; second, a
weighted average of the cost of manufac-
turing that item; and, third, a reasonable
profit on that item. Certainly no sensi-
ble person could believe that any manu-
facturer would produce a piece of goods
if the ceiling price on that goods was any
less than the actual cost, plus a reason-
able profit.

But the intent of the Bankhead-Brown
amendment was not carried out. The
OPA maintained a constant attitude of
defiance and resentment toward carry-
ing out the intent of the law. They had
fought it bitterly when it was before
Congress and then used all tactics at
their command including the most effec-
tive measure of delay. When Mr. Bowles
appeared before the Senate Banking and
Currency Committee on March 1, 1945,
to ask for another extension of the price
stabilization law, he had to admit there
were still ceilings on cotton-textile items
that had not been adjusted. All this
time costs were continually increasing.

To require the OPA to follow the spirit
and intent of the original Bankhead-
Brown amendment, an interpretation of
the amendment was included in the
June 27, 1945, conference report on Sen-
ate Joint Resolution 30 extending the
Emergency Price Control Act to 1946.
The report, signed by the managers on
the part of the House on the cotton
textile amendment, reads as follows:

The conferees have given consideration to
the operation of the Bankhead-Brown
amendment to the Stabilization Act of 1942,
relating to the pricing of cotton textiles,
The conferees are in agreement with the
conclusion of the Senate and House com-
mittees, that the purpose of that amendment
will not be carried out unless the maximum
price for each major cotton textile item is
fixed and maintained at not less than the
sum of the following:

1. The cotton cost (which must be com-
puted at not less than the landed mill par-
ity equivalent for the grade and staple of
cotton used; except that, after the initial ad-
justments required under the amendment
have been made, the amendment does not re-
quire the continued use of a cotton cost
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figure which is, and for a representative
period has been, above or below the actual
cotton cost);

2. A weighted average of mill conversion
costs; and

3. A reasonable profit.

The conferees are advised that the Price
Administrator has informed the chairman
of the Senate Banking and Currency Com-
mittee that the policy which he intends to
follow in administering the amendment will
be in full accord with this opinion as to its
requirements.

The significant language in this report
is that contained in the last phrase of the
paragraph numbered 1, ‘“‘above or below
the actual cotton cost.” To the conferees
this meant that the OPA would allow the
current cost of cotton. However, Mr,
Chester Bowles still refuses to follow the
intent of the act by arguing that the law
does not require him to allow the current
cost of cotton above parity.

The amendment in the price control
bill being debated now simply proposes to
write into law the spirit and intent of the
conference report of June 27, 1945, which
I have just read. The language of this
amendment is very simple and short. It
reads as follows:

On and after the date of the enactment
of this paragraph, it shall be unlawful to
establish, or maintain, any maximum price,
applicable to manufacturers or processors,
for any major item in the case of products
made in whole or major part from cotton or
cotton yarn or wool or wool yarn, unless the
maximum prices for such major item is
fixed and maintained at not less than the
sum of the following:

(1) The cotton or wool cost (which must
be computed at not less than the parity
price or the current cost, whichever is
greater, of the grade and staple of cotton or
wool used in such item, delivered at the
mill);

(2) A weighted average of mill conversion
costs; and

(3) A reasonable profit.

Wool was included in the amendment
hecause representatives of the wool
growers and the wool manufacturers felt
their problem was the same as that of
the cotton people and asked to be
included.

This is not, therefore, to be consid-
ered as new legislation, but is simply a
clarification of the existing laws to as-
sure that OPA will reflect the current
cost of cotton, and thus allow the mills
to produce without loss the cotton tex-
tiles that are so badly needed in the
country today. If this amendment is
adopted, we are sure it will mean more
shirts for the people in this House, more
overalls and work shirts for the work-
ing people of this Nation, more bed
clothing and household goods for the
housewives of this country, and more
textiles and clothing that we can send
to help clothe the naked of the world.

The cost of raw cotton is only one of
the three elements that go into fixing the
proper ceiling prices of textile items.
The other two elements, weighted aver-
age of mill-conversion costs and a rea-
sonable profit, are merely declaratory of
the existing administrative practice.
Why should not the cost of the raw ma-
terial be just as essential in a correct
ceiling as the weighted average of mill-
conversion costs and reasonable profit,
in view of the fact that the mills are
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helpless as to the amount they have to
pay for raw cotton which is a standard
price all over the United States?

Mr. TALLE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BROWN of Georgia, I yield.

Mr. TALLE. I believe the amendment
proposed by the gentleman from Georgia
is to section 8 of the bill,

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. That is
right.

Mr. TALLE. Subparagraph (2) reads
as follows:

A weighted average of mill-conversion
costs.

Will the gentleman explain what is
meant by these words?

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. It simply
means that weighted average is the cost
of all the mills divided by the total yard-
age of all the mills, and nothing else, as
distinguished from simple average which
is the total cost of all the mills divided
by the number of mills.

Mr. TALLE. Ithank the gentleman.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. CoopER, Chairman of the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the State of
the Union, reported that that Committee
having had under consideration the bill
(H. R. 6042) to amend the Emergency
Price Control Act of 1942, as amended,
and the Stabilization Act of 1942, as
amended, and for other purposes, had
come to no resolution thereon.

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the House
adjourns today it adjourn to meet at 10
o’clock tomorrow morning.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky? :

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. TABER (at the request of Mr.
CrAWFORD) was given permission to re-
vise and extend the remarks he made
this afternoon and include certain tables
and statistics relating to the subject
maftter thereof.

Mr. CANFIELD (at the request of Mr.
GAMBLE) was given permission to extend
his remarks in the RECORD.

DOMESTIC RAISING OF FUR-BEARING
: ANIMALS

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 2115) re-
lating to the domestic raising of fur-
bearing animals, with Senate amend-
ment thereto, and concur in the Senate
amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amendment
as follows: 3

Page 2, line 6, strike out “effect” and insert
“affect.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Utah?
Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, reserv-
ing the right to object, I understand this
only corrects a typographical error?
Mr, GRANGER. That is all.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Utah?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was concurred

h motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mrs. MANEKIN asked and was given
permission to extend her remarks in the
Recorp and include an editorial appear-
ing in the Washington Post of even date,
said editorial referring to a bill that
passed the House today, and being
headed “Let Down by the House.”

COTTON-MAREETING QUOTAS TUNDER
THE AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ACT
OF 1938

Mr. PACE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent for the immediate consid-
eration of House Joint Resolution 336, re-
lating to cotton-marketing quotas under
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938,
as amended.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Georgia?

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, reserv-
ing the right to object, I was given to
understand that the only matter of busi-
ness that might be taken up was the bill
which the gentleman from Utah just pre-
sented. I am put in the rather embar-
rassing position of not knowing anything
about the gentleman’s bill. I hesitate to
object, although I have reserved the right
to object because the leader on this side
instructed me not to let any other legis-
lation pass.

Mr. PACE. Mr. Speaker, if the gentle-
man will withhold his objection, I think
I can satisfy him.

This is a bill which was on the Consent
Calendar today. The distinguished gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. CorLE] asked
that it be passed over. He wanted the
matter explained.

I have conferred with the gentleman
from New York [Mr. CoLE] and it is en-
tirely agreeable to him that the bill be
called up at this time, It has the unani-
mous report of the House Committee
on Agriculture. The gentleman from
Kansas [Mr. Hore] is thoroughly famil-
iar with the situation and I am sure he
has no objections.

The urgency of the matter is this: Un-
der the present quota law, the Triple A
Act, it is necessary if they are going to
have control of acreage on cotton next
year for the Secretary of Agriculture to
ask immediately for an appropriation of
between $4,000,000 and $5,000,000 to be-
gin right away the assembling of the
necessary field data to get ready for
quotas in 1947.

In 1945 there were anly 18,000,000 acres
of cotton harvested. The indications are
that there will be a slight increase this
year. But under the law the least that
the Secretary of Agriculture can allot is
27,000,000 acres and it is agreed it would
not be in the best interest to allot that
much acreage; therefore it is urgent that
this resolution have consideraion and ap-
proval of the House and the Senate im-
mediately, It was on the Consent Cal-
endar. It is agreeable to the objectors,
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and it is the unanimous report of the
committee.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Did anybody else be-
sides the gentleman from New York ob-
ject to the bill?

Mr., PACE. None whatever. I con-
ferred with the objectors on this side,
and they have no ebjections. )

Mr. WOLCOTT. Did the gentleman
get the approval of the objectors on this
side?

Mr. PACE. Only the gentleman from
New York [Mr. CorLe], who asked that the
matter temporarily go over.

Mr. WOLCOTT. And it was his under-
standing that the gentleman was going
to bring the bill up tonight?

Mr. PACE. Yes.

Mr. WOLCOTT. The gentleman con-
ferred with the gentleman from New York
and he has withdrawn his objection, too?

Mr. PACE. He has. It is entirely
agreeable, I assure the gentleman, all
the way around.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Georgia?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as
follows:

Resolved, etc.,, That notwithstanding the
provisions of sections 341-350, inclusive, of
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as
amended (U. 8. C., 1940 ed., title 7, secs.
1341 to 1350, inclusive), and in view of
the critical shortage of fats and oils and
protein feeds, cotton marketing quotas shall
not be proclaimed with respect to the mar-
keting year beginning August 1, 1947, and no
National, State, county, or farm acreage allot-
ments for cotton for the 1847 crop shall be
established.

The joint resolution was ordered to be
engrossed and read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed, and a
motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to Mr. HENry (at the
request of Mr. MArRTIN of Massachusetts)
indefinitely, on account of death of
‘father.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED

Bills of the Senate of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker's
table and, under the rule, referred as fol-
lows:

5.287. An act for the rellef of Murphy and
Wischmeyer; to the Committee on Claims,

8.470. An act to confer jurisdiction upon
the Court of Clalms to hear, determine, and
render judgment upon the claim or claims
of W. P. Richardson, as successor and as-
signee of W. P. Richardson & Co., of Tampa,
Fla; to the Committee on Claims.

B.593. An act for the relief of Warrant
Officer Wayne C. Proper; to the Committee
on Claims. ;

8. 875. An act for the relief of Mercy Duke
Boehl; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

8.843. An act granting the consent of
Congress to the State of Washington to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a free highway
bridge across the Columbia River at North-
port, Wash.; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

8.997. An act for the relief of Aldona
Kojas; to the Committee on Claims.

£.1201. An act for the relief of Arthur F.
Downs; to the Committee on Claims.
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5.1286. An act for the relief of Sam
Bechtold; to the Committee on Claims.

8. 1325. An act to amend the act entitled
“An act to provide compensation for employ-
ees of the United States suffering injuries
while in the performance of their duties, and
for other purposes,” as amended; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiclary.

5.1442. An act for the relief of George O.
Weems; to the Committee on Claims.

8.1507. An act to better adapt the loan
programs authorized by the Bankhead-Jone#
Farm Tenant Act, as amended, to the needs
of veterans and low-income farmers, and for
other’ purposes; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

S5.1516. An act to amend section 12 of the
Bonneville Project Act, as amended, to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

8. 1563. An act for the relief of Ferris Rug-
gles; to the Committee on Claims.

S5.1604. An act for the relief of Leo Stuhr;
to the Committee on Claims.

5.1636. To amend the Surplus Property
Act of 1944 to designate the Department of
State as the disposal agency for surplus
property outside the continental United
States, its Territories and possessions, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Ex-
penditures in the Executive Departments.

S.1714. An act to amend the act entitled
“An act to prevent purchase and szle of public
office,” approved December 11, 1928; to the
Committee on the Judieciary.

S. 1742, An act for the relief of Socony-
Vacuum Oil Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

S.1747. An act for the relief of John C.
Spargo; to the Committee on Claims.

8. 1757. An act to amend the Surplus Prop-
erty Act of 1944, as amended, so as tp broaden
the scope and raise the rank of the veterans’
priority; to the Committee on Expenditures
in the Executive Departments.

8.1801. An act authorizing the appoint-
ment of an additional judge for the district
of Delaware; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

S.1802. An act to provide for the delivery
of custody of certain articles’ of historic in-
terest from the U. 8. 8. Nevada and the
U. 8. S. Wyoming to the State of Nevada and
the State of Wyoming, respectively; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

8.1805. An act to authorize the promotion
of personnel of the Navy, Marine Corps, and
Coast Guard who were prisoners of war; to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

S.1812. An act to provide reimbursement
for personal property lost, damaged, or de-
stroyed as the result of explosions at the naval
ammunition depot, Hastings, Nebr., on April
6, 1944, and September 15, 1944; to the Com-
mittee on Claims,

8. 1834. A act granting the consent of Con-
gress to the State of Iowa or the Iowa State
Highway Commission to construct, maintain,
and operate a free highway bridge across the
Des Moines River at or near Farmington,
Iowa; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

S.1854. An act to establish the civilian
position of academic dean of the postgradu-
ate School of the Naval Academy and com-
pensation therefore; to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

$.1857. An act to authorize the availabil-
ity of certain necessary administrative ex-
penses of appropriations for the Department
of the Interior; to the Committee on Public
Lands, :

B5.1862, An act to repeal section 1548 Re-
vised Statutes (34 U. 8. C. 592); to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs.

5.1871. An act to authorize the convey-
ance of a parcel of land at the naval supply
depot, Bayonne, N. J., to the American Ra-
diator and Standard Sanitary Corp.; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

B.1872, An act to provide for the rank of
original appointments in the Corps or. Civil
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Engineers of the United States Navy, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Naval Affairs,

S.19816. An act to authorize the Secretary
of State to transfer certain silver candle-
lubra to May Morgan Beal, to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

8. 1932. An act conferring jurisdiction upon
the United States District Court for the East~
ern District of South Carolina to hear, de-
termine, and render judgment upon the claim
of the board of trustees of the Saunders Me-
morial Hospital; to the Committee on Claims.

S.1959. An act to authorize the payment of
additional uniform gratuity to reserve offi-
cers commissioned from the status of avia-
tion cadets; to the Committee on Naval Af-
fairs.

S.1961. An act to exempt from taxation
certain property of the Disabled American
Veterans in the District of Columbia; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia,

S.1963. An act to authorize additional
permanent professors of the United States
Military Academy; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

S.1978. An act to authorize the restora=-
tion of Philip Nickum, Jr., to the active list
of the United States Navy with appropriate
rank and restoration of pay and allowances;
to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

S.1980. An act to continue in effect sec-
tion 6 of the act of July 2, 1940 (54 Stat.
714), as amended, relating to the exporta-
tion of certain commodities; to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

S.1086. An act to regulate the manufac-
ture, sale, distribution, and use of barbit-
urates in the District of Columbia, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

S.2029. An act to authorize the Director
of the United States Geological Survey to
produce and sell copies of aerial or other
photegraphs and mosaics, and photographic
or photostatic Teproductions of records, on a
reimbursement of appropriations basis; to the
Committee on Mines and Mining.

ENROLLED EILLS SIGNED

Mr. ROGERS of New York, from the
Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that that committee had examined and
found truly enrolled bills of the House
of the following titles, which were there-
upon signed by the Speaker:

H.R.804. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Trixie Minnie Twigg;

H.R.841. An act for the relief of Lander
H. Willis;

H.R.£88. An act for the rellef of Bernice
B. Cooper, junior clerk-typist, Weatherford,
Tex., rural rehabilitation office, Farm Security
Administration, Department of Agriculture;

H.R.1073. An act for the relief of Mrs,
Gertrude Verbarg;

H. R.1217. An act for the relief of Hutchin-
son's Boat Works, Inc., and others;

H.R.1235. An act for the relief of John
Bell;

H.R.1262. An act for the relief of W. E.
Noah;

H.R.1264. An act for the relief of Lt. Col.
John P. Maher, Field Artillery Reserve, Army
of the United States;

H.R.1269. An act for the relief of Virge
McClure;

H.R.1350. An act to record the lawful ad-
mission to the United States for permanent
residence of Nora R. Neville;

H.R.1352. An act for the rellef of Her-
man Feinberg;

H.R.1356. An act for the relief of Elias
Baumgarten;

H. R. 1399, An act for the relief of Mrs.
Lucy Palmisano and the legal guardian of
Anthony Palmisano, Jr.;

H. R. 1562. An act for the relief of the
Borough of Park Ridge, Park Ridge, N. J;
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H.R.1616. An act to grant an honorable
discharge from the military service of the
United States to Willlam Rosenberg;

H.R.1721. An act for the relief of Ell L.
Scott;

H.R.1732. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Marie A. Shedd, Mrs, Maude C. Denney, and
Mrs. Mabel Glenn Gray;

H.R. 1769, An act for the relief of Mildred
Neiffer;

H.R.1838. An act to confer jurisdiction
upon the Court of Glaims to hear, determine,
and render judgment upon a certain claim
of A. G. Bailey against the United States;

H.R.1850. An act for the relief of Harry
Cohen;

H.R.1880. An act for the relief of Maj.
Edward A. Zaj;

H.R.2062. An act for the rellef of Dave
Topper;

H.R.2156. An act for the relief of Lee
Harrison;

H.R.2217. An act for the relief of Rae
Glauber;

H.R.2244. An act for the relief of Edward
W. Thurber;

H. R. 2249, An act for the relief of the Cape

& Vineyard Electrie Co.;

H. R. 2251. An act for the relief of Catherine
V. Sweeney;

H.R. 2265. An act for the rellef of owners
of land and personal property of the Fort
Knox area of Hardin County, Ky.;

H.R. 2266. An act for the relief of land and
property owners of the Fort EKnox area of
Meade County, Ky.;

H.R.2288. An act for the relief of Colum-
bus Thomas;

H.R.2318. An act for the rellef of Mrs.
Mertie Pike and the estate of Mrs. Burnice
Smotherman, deceased;

H.R.2331. An act for the rellef of Mrs.
Grant Logan;

H.R.2415. An act for the relief of Joseph
Tarantola and Ida Tarantola;

H.R. 2418. An act to authorize the Unilted
States commissioner for the Sequoia National
Park to exercise similar functions for the
Eings-Canyon National Park;

H. R. 2509, An act for the relief of the legal
guardian of James Irving Martin, a minor;

H.R.2682. An act for the rellef of John
Doshim;

H.R.2826. An act for the relief of Esther

L. Berg;

H,R.2837. An act for the relief of George
Stiles;

H.R.2842. An act for the rellef of Mont-
gomery County, Miss., districts 2 and 3;

H.R 2848. An act for the relief of the
legal guardian of Wilma Sue Woods, Patsy
Woods, Raymond E. Hilliard, and Thomas E.
Hilliard, minors;

H.R.2884. An act for the relief of B. H,
Spann;

H.R.2885. An act for the relief of Mrs,
Frank Mitchell and J. L. Price;

H.R.2901. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Janet McKillip;

H.R.2004. An act for the relief of Clyde
Rownd, Della Rownd, and Benjamin C. Day;

H.R.2927. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Evelyn Merritt; >

H.R.2931, An act for the relief of Ed-
ward Oatneal, John N. Oatneal, Jr., and
James R. Oatneal;

H. R. 3003. An act for the relief of Mary G.
Paul;

H.R. 3050. An act for the rellef of David
Siskind;

H.R. 3121, An act for the relief of Elizabeth
M. Simmons and Robert H. Simmons;

H.R.2126. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Jean Taube Weller;

H.R,8127. An act for the relief of Harry
F. Vinton, Jr.;

H.R.3161. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Ruby Miller;

H.R. 3195. An act for the relief of Grenada
County, Miss.;
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H.R.3217. An act for the relief of Mattle
Lee Wright;

H.R.3301. An act for the relief of the legal
guardian of James Hebert Keith, a minor;

H.R. 3430. An act for the relief of George
F. Powell;

H.R.3431. An act for the rellef of F. W.
Burton;

H.R.3483. An act for the relief of Mr.
and Mrs. Cipriano Vasquez;

H.R. 3513. An act for the relief of Braxton
B. Folmar and Mary Inez Folmar, William
Ernest Evans and Dora Ethel Evans, Joseph
Thomas Avery and Maggie M. Avery, Robert
H. Phillips and Hattie P. Phillips, and the
legal guardlan of James T. Avery, a minor;

H.R.3554. An act for the relief of Fred C.
Liter;

H.R. 3590. An act for the relief of Charles
Brown, legal guardian of Lula Mae Brown;
Charity Hospital, of New Orleans, La.; and
Dr. Edward H. Maurer;

H.R.3501. An act for the relief of Addie
Pruitt;

H. R.3670. An act for the relief of the es-
tate of Venaneio Llacuna and others;

H. R.3677. An act for the relief of J. Tom
Stephenson;

H.R.3698. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Lucille Scarlett and Charles Scarlett;

H.R.3846. An act for the rellef of the es-
tate of Eleanor Wilson Lynde, deceased;

H.R.3948. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Clifford W. Prevatt;

Edr; R.4054. An act for the relief of H. A.

H. R. 4056. An act for the relief of Mrs. Jud
Hendry and her daughter, Gladys Hendry;

H.R. 4208. An act for the relief of the Cal-
vert Distilling Co.;

H.R.4239, An act granting to Guy A.
Thompson, trustee, Missouri Pacific Railroad
Co., debtor, and to his successors and assigns,
authority to relocate, maintain, and operate
a single-track rallway across United States
Government reservation to lock numbered 3,
White River, Independence County, Ark., and
for other purposes;

H, R.4240. An act for the relief of Frank
E. Wilmot;

H.R.4297. An act for the relief of Joseph
Schell;

H.R.4335. An act for the relief of the Mor-
gan Creamery Co.;

H. R. 4560. An act for the relief of Nicholas
T. Stepp;

H.R.4797. An act to confer jurisdiction
upon the United States District Court for the
Eastern District of Virginia to determine the
claim of Lewis E. Magwood;

H.R.4914. An act to revive and reenact
the act entitled “An act creating the city
of Clirfton Bridge Commission and authoriz-
ing said commission and its successors to
acquire by purchase or condemnation and
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge
or bridges across the Mississippl River at or
near Clinton, Iowa, and at or near Fulton,
Il11.”, approved December 21, 1944;

H.R. 4940. An act granting the consent of
Congress to the State of Connecticut, acting
by and through any agency or commission
thereof, to construct, maintain, and operate
a toll bridge across. the Connecticut River
at or near Old Saybrook, Conn.;

H. R, 4957. An act for the rellef of Herman
Gelb;

H.R.5010. An act for the rellef of Mrs,
May Holland;

H.R.5121. An act authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Navy in his discretion to deliver
to the custody of the State of Arkansas the
silver service presented to the United States
for the battleship Arkansas;

H.R. 5275. An act to revive and reenact the
act granting the consent of Congress to the
State Highway Department of South Caro-
lina to construct, maint#in, and operate a
free highway bridge across the Pee Dee River,
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at or mear Cashua Ferry, S. C, approved
April 30, 1940;

H.R.5544. An act authorizing the village
of Baudette, State of Minnesota, its public
successors or public assigns, to construct,
maintain, and operate a toll bridge across

the Rainy River at or near Baudette, Minn.; -

H.R. 5574. An act to amend paragraph 8 of
part VII, Veterans Regulation No. 1 (a), as
amended, to authorize an appropriation of
£1,500,000 as a revolving fund in leu of
£500,000 now authorized;

H.R.5864. An act for the relief of Oscar
R. Steinert; and

H.R. 5§765. An act authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Navy in his discretion to deliver
to the custody of the city of New Orleans
the silver service and silver bell presented
to the United States for the cruiser New
Orleans.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. PACE. Mr. Speaker, I move that
the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed fo; accord-
ingly (at 5 'clock and 36 minutes p. m.)
the House, under its previous order, ad-
journed until tomorrow. Tuesday, April
16, 1946, at 10 o'clock a. m.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN
COMMERCE

There will be a meeting of the Petro-
leum Subcommittee of the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce at
10 a. m., April 16, 1946. Business to be
considered: Public hearing to receive
the final report of the Petroleum Admin-
istration for War.
COMMITTEE ON THE PosT OFFICE AND POST

Roans

The Post Office and Post Roads Com-
mittee will meet on Tuesday, April 16,
1946, at 10: 30 a. m., at which time a
hearing will be had on H. R. 5427, 5560,
and 5942, bills relating to the rate of
postage on air mail of the first class.

CoMMITTEE ON FLoop CONTEOL

7. Tuesday, April 16.
streams, including additional author-
ization for the approved comprehensive
plans for the Los Angeles River and the
Sacramento-San Joaquin streams:

Salinas River, Calif.; Santa Clara
River, Calif.

8. Wednesday, April 17. Lowér Mis-
sissippi River Basin, including the Red
River, and including additional author-
ization for the approved comprehensive
plan for the White and Arkansas River
Basin;

Red River below Denison Dam, Tex.,
Okla., Ark., and La.; Bayou Pierre, La.;
La Fourche Bayou, La.; Pontchartrain
Lake, La.; Mermentau River, La.; North
Canadian River, Okla.; Polecat Creek,
Okla.; Grand (Neosho) River, Kans.,
Mo., and Okla.; Arkansas River, Ponca
City, Okla.; Mississippi River, west Ten-
nessee tributaries; Boeuf and Tensas
Rivers and Bayou Macon, Ark. and La.;
Big Sunfiower, Little Sunflower, Hush-
puckena, and Quiver Rivers and their
tributaries, and on Hull Brake, Mill
Creek ‘Canal, Bogue Phalia, Ditchlow
Bayou, Deer Creek, and Steele Bayou,
Miss.

9. Thursday,efpril 18. Lit. Gen. R. A.
‘Wheeler, Chief of Engineers, and other
representatives of the Corps of Engi-

California
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neers, and proponents and opponents of
projects in other regions.

10. Friday, April 19. Senators and
Representatives in Congress and De-
partment of Agriculture, Weather Bu-
reau, and other Government agencies.

COoMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS

Revised schedule of hearings on the
omnibus river and harbor authorization
bill to start Tuesday, April 9, 1946, at
10:30 a. m., is as follows:

(Tuesday, April 16)

Cumberland River, Tenn. and Ky.

Big Sioux River, S. Dak.

Mississippi River seepage, Iowa, Min-
nesota, and Wisconsin.

Mississippi River at Lansing, Towa.

Mississippi River at Wabasha, Minn.

Mississippi River at Pepin, Minn.

Mississippi River at Hastings, Minn.

(Wednesday, April 17)

Fairport Harbor, Ohio.

Calument-Sag Channel, Ind. and IiL

Chicago River, North Branch of Illi-
nois.

Napa River, Califl.

Coos Bay, Oreg.

Columbia River at Astoria, Oreg.

Columbia River at The Dalles, Oreg.

Columbia River, Foster Creek Dam,
‘Wash.

(Wednesday and Thursday, May 1 and 2)
Tombighee-Tennessee Rivers.
iFrldsy. May 3)

Held open for description of projects
favorably recommended by the Board of
Engineers for Rivers and Harbors dur-
ing its April meeting.

(Monday and Tuesday, May 6 and 7)

Big " Sandy River, Tug and Levisa
Forks, Va., W. Va., and Ky.

(Wednesday and Thursday, May 8 and _9)

Arkansas River, Ark. and Okla.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1213. A letter from the Secretary of War,
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to pro-
vide for sundry matters affecting the armed
forces, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

1214. A letter from the Secretary. of the
Interior, Chairman of the Migratory Bird
Conservation Commigsion, transmitting the
report of the Migratory Bird Conservation
Commission for the fiscal year ended June 30,
1945; {0 the Committee on Agriculture,

1215. A letter from the Administrator, Vet-
erans’ Administration, transmitting a draft
of a proposed bill to remove the existing lim-
itation on the number of associate members
of the Board of Veterans' Appeals In

the Veterans’ Administration; to the Com-

mittee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

PUELIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills
and resolutions were introduced and sev-
erally referred as follows:

~ By Mr. BALDWIN of New York:

H.R. 6137, A bill to protect buildings used
for the cceupation of tenants for living ac-
commodation against being demolished; to
the Committee on Banking and Currency.
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By Mr. CASE of South Dakota:

H.R.6138. A bill to create a United States
foreign legion; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana:

H.R.6139. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code sp as to provide for the exclu-
sion from gross income for income-tax pur-
poses amounts paid by a veteran in the pur-
chase of a home; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. BYENE of New York:

H. R. 6140. A bill granting exemption from
income tax in the case of retirement pensions
and annuities received by State, county, and
municipal employees; to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

By Mr. O'’KONSEI:

H.R.6141. A bill to provide funds for co-
operation with the school board of Hunter
School district for the construction and
equipment of a new school building in the
town of Hunter, Sawyer County, Wis., to be
available to both Indian and non-Indian
children; to the Commiitee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. LESINSEI:

H.R.6142 A bill to authorize the United
States armed services to accept enlistments
of individuals who, after September 1, 1939,
served in the armed forces of any of the
United Nations; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

By Mr. PRICE of Illinois:

H.R.6148. A bill to incorporate the Amvets,
American Veterans of World War II; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ANDREWS of New York:

H.J.Res. 340, Joint resolution to amend
the joint resolution creating the Niagara
Falls Bridge Commission; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

. By Mr, SPENCE:

H.J.Res. 341, Joint resolution to extend
the succession, lending powers, and func-
tions of the Reconstruction Finance Corpora-
tion; to the Committee on Banking ang Cur-
rency.

By Mrs. LUCE:

H, Con. Res. 143. Concurrent resolution to
provide for United Nations passports; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BONNER:

H.R.6144. A bill for the relief of Mrs.
Nonie McLawhorn; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. FALLON:

H.R.6145. A bill for the relief of Esther

Geartner; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. STEWART:

H.R.6146. A bill for the relief of Mrs.
Thelma Crosslin; to the Committee on
Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

1802. By Mr. GAVIN: Petition of Clifford
L. Kiehl, and other residents of Clarion
County, Pa. opposing passage of Wagner-
Murray-Dingle bill, House bill 4730 and Sen-
ate bill 1606; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

1808. Also, petition of Mrs, Orval Blauser
and other residents of Enox, Clarion County,
Pa., protesting passage of House bill 4730
and Senate hill 1606, the Wagner-Murray-
Dingle bill; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

1804. By Mr. HALE: Petition of New Cen-
tury Pomona Grange, Peru, Maine, for the
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resignation of Chester Bowles from the of-
fice of Director of Stabilization; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1805. By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: Peti-
tion of Carl A. Brugger, secretary, Brother-
hood of Painters, Decorators, and Paper-
hangers of America, Lake Geneva, Wis., re:
Extension of OPA; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

1806. Petition of Hugh Reichard, director,
UAW-CIO Education Council, 516 College
Avenue, Racine, Wis., re: Statement on vet-
erans' preference for new homes; to the
Committee on World War Veterans’ Legisla-
tion.

1807. Mr. VOORHIS of California: Peti-
tion of Henry I. Burr and 1,475 others, all
students at Yale University, urging that ade-
quate relief for the war devastated areas of
the world is essential for world peace and
security; endorsing the plan of UNRRA; ex-
pressing concern that Congress immediately
make available any needed funds for relief
purposes, and urging a great national effort,
including rationing if necessary to enable
needed allocations of food to actually go for-
ward to needy areas; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs. X

1808. By the SPEAEER: Petition of West
Area Business and Professional Women's
Club, petitioning consideration of their res-
olution with reference to endorsement of the
Neely cancer bill, House bill 4502; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

1809. Also, petition of F. Anderson and
others petitioning consideration of their res-
olution with reference to endorsement of
legislation renewing the powers of OPA; to
the Committee on Banking and Currency.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TuespAY, ApriL 16, 1946

The House met at 10 o’clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Almighty God, before whose face
earth’s generations rise and fall, we
pause in recognition of the kingship of
our Lord and Saviour. His throne is
forever and ever and the scepter of His
kingdom is a scepter of righteousness.
We rejoice that the lips of little children,
with their jubilant singing, bore testi-
mony of the sovereignty of our Lord.
By the eternal counsels of our Father we
are reminded of our stewardship and
responsibility, that at the last it may be
known that we fed the hungry, refreshed
the thirsty, housed the stranger, clothed
the naked, and visited the sick. We pray
that* these tender ministries may be
counted our portion by the Judge of all
the earth. Let us heed Thy great com-
mand: “Whatsoever thy hand findeth to
do, do it with thy might.” Have mercy
upon us, O God, have mercy, that Thy
throne may be supreme in all hearts;
to this end help us to live, to learn, and
to love. In our Redeemer's name,
Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Gatling, its enrolling clerk, announced
that the Senate had passed a bill of the
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following title, in which the concurrence
of the House is requested:

B5.1592. An act to establish a national
housing policy and provide for its execution.

RESIGNATION FROM COMMITTEE

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following resignation from com-
mittees:

ApriL 15, 1948,
The Honorable Sam RAYBURN,
Speaker of the House,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. SpeakER: Please accept this as my
resignation from the following committees
of the House of Representatives, of which I
am now a member: Committee on Patents,
Committee on Indian Affairs, Committee on
Mines and Mining.

Respectfully yours,
GEeo. B. SCHWABE.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the resignation is accepted.
There was no objection.

ELECTION TO COMMITTEE

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I offer a resolution (H. Res.
600) and ask for its immediate considera-
tion.

The Clerk read the resolution, as
follows:

Resolved, That Georce B. SCHWAEBE, of
Oklahoma, be, and he is hereby, elected to
the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives.

The resolution was agreed to.
ERNEST PEDRO FERREIRA

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 3159) for
the relief of Ernest Pedro Ferreira, with
a Senate amendment thereto, and con-
cur in the Senate amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ment, as follows:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$1,500” and in-
sert *'$2,000.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection,

The Senate amendment was agreed to.

bA métion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

MRS. BEATRICE BRISBIN ET AL.

Mr, McGEHEE, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R, 4253) for
the relief of Mrs. Beatrice Brisbin and
the legal guardians of Wynona Gene
Brisbin, Nelda Elaine Brishin, Gwendo-
line Louise Brisbin, and Jacqueline Na-
dine Brisbin, minors, with Senate amend-
ments thereto, and concur in the Senate
amendments.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ments, as follows:

Page 1, strike out all after line 4 over to and
including “date” in line 7, page 2, and insert
“appropriated, to the estate of Chancle Lee
Brisbin, deceased, of Route No. 1, Holland,
Tex., the sum of $6,313, in full settlement of
all claims against the United States for the
personal injury and death of the sald Chancle
Lee Brisbin as the result of being struck by
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a block of ice thrown by a soldler from a
moving railroad train on the Missouri, Kansas
& Texas Rallroad Co.'s right-of-way mnear
Holland, Tex., on January 24, 1045,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendments were con-
curred in,

The title was amended so as to read:
“An act for the relief of the estate of
Chancie Lee Brisbin, deceased.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on the

table.
JAMES SHERRY

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H, R. 2528) for
the relief of James Sherry, with a Senate
amendment thereto, and concur in the
Senate amendment,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ment, as follows:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$12,500” and in-
sert *“'§0,167.47."

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

y The Senate amendment was agreed
0.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

MRS. OLLIE PATTON

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 1674) for
the relief of Mrs. Ollie Patton, with a
Senate amendment thereto, and concur
in the Senate amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ment, as follows:

Page 1, line 5, strike out “$5,000” and insert
“‘3.000.“

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to

-the request of the gentleman from Mis-

Sissippi?
There was no objection.
The Senate amendment was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.
ORVIS WELCH

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 2167) for
the relief of Orvis Welch, with a Senate
amendment thereto, and concur in the
Senate amendment, 1 i

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amendment,
as follows:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$4,5623.45" and
insert ''$3,5623.45.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

MRS. C. A. LEE

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask

unanimous consent to take from the

-
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